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FOREWORD. 


The past two decades have witnessed an increased interest in 
every aspect of agricultural life and agricultural industry in the 
United States. It is generally recognized that the prosperity of 
this great fundamental industry is not only essential to the suc- 
cess and prosperity of all other industries, but that it is to a large 
degree the economic basis of social progress and political stability. 
Like other industries, agriculture presents two classes of problems. 
These may be designated as the material and the human. As in 
other industries also, the former has until quite recently received 
far more attention than the latter. Scientific research and inven- 
tive genius have done much to solve the problems of agricultural 
technique and to increase the effectiveness of farm equipment and 
methods of operation. Far less, however, has been accomplished 
in the matter of improving living and working conditions or, in 
other words, solving the human problems. 

Of these human problems, tenancy was among the first to be 
recognized and studied. Over forty years ago this question had 
come to be regarded as of sufficient importance to warrant a special 
census inquiry, and since that time agricultural economists and 
statisticians have been giving more and more attention to the 
matter. The agricultural schedules for each of the last five decen- 
nial censuses have contained inquiries concerning tenancy, so that 
now statistical data are available showing the growth of this form 
of farm tenture during four decades. Unfortunately the earlier 
censuses of this period did not include inquiries comparable in all 
respects with those of the more recent enumerations. As a con- 
sequence historical comparisons are not possible in regard to certain 
aspects of the question. 

The authors of this monograph have found it necessary to draw 
upon other sources than the census schedules for information in 
interpreting the statistical data, but even with this supplemental 
material it has not been possible to present a complete picture of 
the present status of farm tenancy in the United States. It has 
been found even more difficult to trace tendencies or to predict 
the course of future developments. In spite of these difficulties, 
worth-while results have been obtained, and the conclusions 
arrived at are of an encouraging nature. 
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It is apparent that, outside of the South, where the cropping 
system of tenancy largely prevails, especially among colored f am 
operators, there is no indication of the existence of any large body 
of farmers whose permanent status is that of tenants. On t e 
contrary, the evidence seems to prove conclusively tha.t tenancy is 
generally a convenient way of approach to full ownership. It is, in 
fact, a part of the agricultural ladder. Moreover, there has no 
increase in tenancy during the past two decades, and sue 
increase as the figures show is mainly accounted for by the great 
appreciation in land values, which tends to lengthen somewhat the 
time necessary for the young farm tenant to accumulate savings for 
the purchase of a farm. 

This study, like all general statistical investigations, must of 
necessity leave many mmor questions unanswered. It suggests 
many topics for more intensive studies. Some of these could be 
dealt with by a sampling process which would not require any 
large expenditure of effort or money, but which the Bureau of the 
Census is not authorized to undertake. Others notably those 
having to do with the relation between tenancy and farm products, 
yield of crops per acre, etc.— call for the tabulation of more of the 
farm census data by tenure. This additional detail ought not to 
add greatly to the total expense of the tabulation or to the time 
required, and it is to be hoped that it may be included as a part of 
the program for the next census of agriculture. 

Carroi<i, W. Doten. 



I. 

INTRODUCTION. 

The problem of farm tenure, as it appears in the United States, 
presents two distinct economic aspects. On the one hand, it has 
to do with the relation between the farm operator and the land 
which he operates. On the other hand, it concerns the distribu- 
tion of the wealth produced by farming among the several factors 
of production, or more specifically the shares of that wealth re- 
ceived by those who furnish the land, those who furnish the capital 
(machinery, live stock, supplies, etc.) , and those who perform the 
labor. From the first point of view we compare the status of the 
farm tenant with that of the farm owner. From the second point 
of view we ought also to compare the status of the farm tenant 
with that of the farm laborer working for wages. 

OWNERSHIP AND TENANCY. 

Agriculture is one of those industries in which land occupies a 
dominant position as compared with the other factors of production ; 
that is, with capital-goods and labor. The amount of money in- 
vestment required to provide the land for a farm is very much 
greater than the amount required to provide all the working capi- 
tal, including live stock and machinery. Further, the land for a 
farming enterprise of a giyen type must ordinarily be acquired as a 
unit, all at once, while the stock and equipment may be built up 
gradually. 

Since the absolute purchase of a farm requires so large an amoimt 
of money, the alternative methods by which a prospective farm 
operator whose money capital is limited may obtain control of the 
land which he needs are of great significance. Two such methods 
are available. He will usually find it possible to purchase farm 
land by paying a small part of the purchase price in cash and giving 
a mortgage for the balance; or he may hire a farm, either for a 
stated cash rental to be paid annually, or for a share of the crops. 
In the first case the farm operator becomes nominally a farm owner 
and paxticijates in any speculative profits that may arise from in- 
creasing land values — and likewise runs the risk of losing all that 
he has invested, in case of a considerable decline in the price of 
farm land. In the second case, where he hires the farm, the farm 
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operator avoids the speculative features of ownership and pays 
directly for what he gets, namely, the use of the land for a stated 
period. Further, the method of hiring a farm is available to many 
men whose money capital is not sufficient even to make a first pay- 
ment toward the purchase of land. 

During a period of stable land values the annual cost of the pos- 
session of the land for the owner (whether he owns it free or subject 
to mortgage) is the interest on the money which is invested in the 
land or on the amount for which it could be sold at current prices. 
During a period of increasing land values the annual increment 
in value must be deducted from the interest charge; and during a 
period of declining land values the annual depreciation must be 
added to the interest charge. The annual cost of the possession 
of the land for the tenant who farms without supervision or other 
service from the landlord, is the amount of rent which he pays each 
year to the landlord. The tenant’s cost is not affected directly 
by the trend of land values, though, as explained in Chapter VI, 
the rent is likely to be lower in a period of rising land values. 

The owner's cost for the use of the land (except for the amount, 
if any, which is actually paid as interest on a farm mortgage or 
other loan) does not represent an actual money payment, and for 
this reason it is often lost sight of in the computation of profits. 
The tenant’s cost, on the other hand, since it takes the form of an 
annual payment, is always prominently in view. And yet the 
owner’s cost is just as real as the tenant’s ; for if the owner’s money 
were not tied up in his land he could invest it in safe securities and 
receive therefrom an assmred income equal to the interest on the 
amount. 

Theoretically, then, one might figure out the economic or finan- 
cial advantage of ownership or tenancy by comparing the annual 
cost of the possession of the land under the two forms of tenure. 
As a matter of fact this is seldom done, partly because farmers 
have not yet learned to compute their costs accurately, but even 
more because of the very strong preference for ownership which 
prevails in the United States. It is accepted as a foregone conclu- 
sion that ownership is preferable. This preference is based in part 
upon conditions purely accidental and having little connection 
either with the net income of the individual farmer dr with the 
productivity of agriculture in general.^ 


^ The three accidental ' conditions or factors which are presented herewith are suggested by Prof* X. N. 
Carver in his Principles of Rural Mconomics^ p. aad. 
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In the first place, the method adopted by the Federal Govern- 
ment for the distribution of the greater part of the public land 
was one designed to put the land directly into the possession of 
the men who would cultivate it. These men, either for the pay- 
ment of a nominal price per acre or by virtue of having spent a 
certain number of years upon the tract and having made certain 
specified improvements, became the owners of the land. There 
was no alternative. The men who first cultivated the public land 
after it was distributed were bound to cultivate it as owners. 

Second, the tendency of farm land to increase in value, which 
has been manifest for the greater part of the last half century, has 
formed a strong argument in favor of ownership. This increase 
in the value of farm land, which has been commonly considered a 
part of the profits of farming, could be secured, of course, only by 
the man who farmed as an owner. 

Third, the lack of an efficient system of leases for farm land has 
indirectly added greatly to the preference for ownership through 
increasing the disadvantages and annoyances connected with 
tenancy. The customary short leases, frequently with numerous 
restrictions and with no satisfactory provision for renewal or 
extension, bfier little encouragement to the tenant farmer who 
wishes to plan his work for a period of years — as a farmer must 
plan, if his farming is to attain a high degree of success. The 
faults of the existing system of leases are partly a result of the 
hit or miss fashion in which the system has grown up. To a 
large extent, however, they seem to be an outgrowth of the specu- 
lative aspect of the ownership of land, which is discussed in some 
detail in Chapter VII. 

In addition to the preference for ownership which is based on 
those more or less accidental conditions, there are certain real 
advantages, both economic and social, coimected with the owner- 
ship of the farm which one operates. First, ownership gives the 
cultivator a more permanent interest in the farm and in the com- 
munity than even the most stable form of lease. Second, it 
gives him a sense of responsibility which tends to increase initia- 
tive, and in other ways makes for progress. Third, the owner- 
ship of the land does away with all disagreement and contention 
with regard to the terms or interpretation of the lease contract 
and frees the farm operator from the dictation and oversight of 
the landlord. 
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The last-named advantage could be gained to a great extent, 
to be sure, under a sufficiently improved form of farm tenancy. 
In fact, it is quite possible to develop a good system of agricul- 
ture without placing the ownership of land in the hands of those 
who cultivate it. One of the best systems of general farming in 
the world has been developed in Bngland, where 90 per cent of the 
land is operated by tenants and most of the remainder by hired 
managers, leaving only a very small fraction operated directly by 
the owners. These results have been obtained, of course, only 
by a carefully devised system of lease contracts, giving the tenant 
a reasonable assurance of permanent tenure and also giving him a 
claim for compensation for any improvements he has made in the 
land, the benefits of which remain at the expiration of his tenancy. 
Under such conditions the better farmers will simply strive to get 
possession of the better farms among those that are available 
for lease. 

Under the unsatisfactory lease conditions prevailing in the 
United States, however, the better farmers will strive to become 
owners at the first possible moment, if only in defense of their 
own self-respect. They will even prefer to become owners when 
they know that it is more expensive to purchase land than it is 
to hire land of the same quality. 

THE farm tenant AND THE FARM LABORER. 

In the discussion of farm tenure it is usually assumed that 
the only alternative is between farm tenancy and farm ownership. 
As a matter of fact, the real alternative is, in very many cases, 
between farm tenancy and working on a farm for wages. 

If the renting of farms were prohibited on and after July i, 
1927, by an amendment to the Federal Constitution, then a large 
fraction of the two and one-half million farm tenants now in the 
United States would become, not farm owners, but farm laborers; 
and very many of them would remain permanently in that class. 
These are the men for whom the tenure question relates mainly 
to the distribution of the wealth produced in farming rather than 
to the control of the land. They are farming now for a share of 
the products under the supervision of their landlords. It is the 
landlords rather than they who take most of the risk involved 
in the farming enterprise, while the tenants supply little besides 
the labor. Since this is the only contribution which these men 
are in a position to make, they would, perforce, become wage 
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hands rather than owners in case there were only these two 
alternatives. 

With one group of these tenants — namely, the southern crop- 
pers — ^the payment for their services in the form of a share of the 
production rather than in the form of a stated weekly or monthly 
wage is a part of a plan whereby the landlord is able to assure him- 
self of their continued services throughout the season. If these 
men received wages for their own labor and that of their families, 
they would doubtless be better off financially, in addition to being 
free to come and go as they chose. It is essential for the landlord, 
however, that they remain on the land until the crop is harvested ; 
hence the advantage of giving them a share of the crop in payment 
for their labor in place of paying them wages in the ordinary fashion. 

TENANCY AND THE FARM. 

So far we have considered the question of farm tenure from the 
point of view of the farmer. It may be considered also from the 
point of view of the farm, and in this connection, too, the main 
shortcomings of tenancy may be charged against the shortness or 
uncertainty of the tenure of the typical American farm tenant — 
against tenancy under the present form of leasing rather than 
against any essential feature of tenancy as such. A man who 
rents land on a short-term lease is interested primarily in his 
immediate returns, without regard to the future welfare of the soil. 
In fact, tenancy in the United States has been characterized as a 
conspiracy between the owner and the tenant to rob the land. 
The reason for this cynical characterization is that without 
security of tenure the tenant has no incentive to preserve the 
quality of the land but, on the contrary, has every incentive to 
extract as much plant food as possible. 

American agriculture in general (including farms operated by 
their owners as well as tenant farms) has in another instance been 
described as being in the mining stage of development, because 
plant food has been extracted from the soil as rapidly as possible, 
leaving the land exhausted, in contrast to husbanding the resources 
of the land so as to make it yield an annual return without dimin- 
ishing its fertility. It is no longer true, however, that our agri- 
culture is of the mining type, though traces of this condition are 
still to be found among owners as well as among tenants, espe- 
cially in sections where a one-crop system prevails; and there is 
no doubt that insecure tenancy is conducive to this xmdesirable 
exploitation of the soil. 
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THE SOCIAL ASPECT OF TENANCY. 

Again, we may consider farm tenure from the point of view of 
society — as a social problem. And once more we find many of 
the differences between farm ownership and farm tenancy based, 
essentially, not on tenancy as such, but on the particular kind of 
tenancy which we have, namely, a short-term, uncertain tenancy. 
Such a tenancy affects the spirit of a community. A group of 
farmers who axe permanently settled on the land take a greater 
interest in civic affairs and are more willing to contribute to good 
roads, schools, and churches, than are farmers who know not from 
year to year whether they will remain in the same locality. 

The migratory tenant is not the most desirable member of a 
community, but there is nothing inherent in tenancy as such 
that would prevent the development of permanent residence on 
the land. This is largely a matter of working out lease contracts 
which will assure the tenant of continued occupancy so long as 
he gives satisfactory service, and will also grant him an interest 
in such unexhausted improvements as he may have put on the 
land and not used up at the expiration of his lease. The landlord, 
too, if he is to lease his land for a long period, may demand addi- 
tional safeguards for his interests. As the terms on which farm 
land is leased in this country become more satisfactory, the bad 
effects of tenancy on social institutions will become less and less 
pronounced. There are even now many cases in which the land- 
lords and tenants have solved the problem, the land being leased 
on such terms that the tenants take no less interest in community 
affairs than do their neighbors who operate farms of their own. 

It is difficult to consider farming from a strictly business point 
of view, as one might consider a factory industry, for example, 
partly because the affairs of the farm family are so closely bound 
up with the affairs of the farm. 

An eminent preacher has said that the unpardonable sin is 
“mixing things,” and many a business man has learned to his 
sorrow that it is usually unwise to mix business affairs with family 
or personal affairs. For the farmer, nevertheless, this mixing of 
business and family affairs seems to be inevitable. The farm 
home is a part of the farm, and the members of the family usually 
perform a considerable part of the work required on -^e farm. 
Conversely, a considerable part of the supplies consumed by the 
family are taken from the products of the farm. The farm also 
supplies a place for the family to live, and thus eliminates from 
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the farm family’s expense budget the item of rent, which is one 
of the largest items in the city family’s budget. Even where the 
farmer keeps some sort of production or cost records, no account 
is kept between the family and the farm. The farm is not debited 
with the value of the family labor, nor is it credited with the 
value of the farm products consumed by the family. 

Nor is this close relation between the farm and the farm famil y 
a transitory condition, peculiar to the present stage of agricultural 
and social development. On the contrary, it seems likely to 
persist, with modifications, to be sure, but with most of the 
essential characteristics of its present form. Farming is prac- 
tically the only gainful occupation in which a man can engage 
where, under wholesome and socially approved conditions, his 
wife and children may render services of direct economic value 
to him — ^where a family is really an asset and not a liability. 
This condition is largely responsible for the greater number of 
children found in the families of the native white stock in farm- 
ing communities than in families of the same stock in the cities 
and towns.* It is not evidence of a mercenary motive, either; 
the urban families are small because the urban income is not 
sufloicient to bring up children according to accepted standards 
where their every need must be supplied by the expenditure of 
cash. It is rather testimony to the effect that a farm is a good 
place to raise a family — a fact that might be taken into con- 
sideration by a man in process of deciding whether to take up 
farming or some urban occupation as a life work. Indeed, one 
writer® has gone so far as to suggest that all the farms in the 
country should eventually be reserved for those who wished to 
use them as places where they might bring up families of children 
and that other persons be not permitted to operate farms. 

That particular aspect of the question of farm tenure which will 
most affect the welfare of the farm family is again the question of 
permanency and certainty of tenure. If the family is to prosper 
and become an integral part of the community, so as to share in 
the community life, then it must remain for a long period in one 
location. Further, if the social standing of the farm owner is 

1 In the native white population of native parentage in 1920 there were 120 children under 15 years of 
age to every 100 persons from 20 to 44 years of age in rural territory, as compared with a ratio of 77 to 100 in 
urban terrigcory. 

® Thomas Forsyth Hunt, dean of the College of Agriculture, University of California; The Relation of a 
Permanent Aoriculiure to Social Welfare, 1915. 

50687^—24 2 
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higher than that of the tenant, it may be better for the enterprising 
fanner, even at some apparent financial sacrifice, to become a 
farm owner. For the sanctions of society, particularly of rural 
society, are firmly fixed, so far as concerns any single generation; 
and the stimulus of social approval may readily enable a man to 
overcome by more efficient management the disadvantages of that 
economic arrangement which has the social approval. 

It is apparent, then, that the problem of farm tenure, though 
primarily an economic problem, presents in its larger aspects 
many sides for discussion, appealing to the sociologist and the 
statesman as well as to the economist and to those scientists work- 
ing strictly within the field of agriculture. It would be presump- 
tuous, therefore, to expect to cover the whole field in a study 
based, as this one is, primarily on the available statistical data. 
There is to be found, however, in the results of the decennial 
censuses and in numerous special studies of selected areas which 
have been made, especially those undertaken by the Department 
of Agriculture,^ a great bulk of very definite statistical information ; 
and it has been the ptupose in the following chapters to present 
this material in convenient form, with sufficient explanation, 
comment, and interpretation to make it of interest to the general 
reader as well as to the special student of farm tenure. 

The most important of the census data are presented by States 
in the general tables at the end of this volmne and certain items 
are also shown by counties. 

» In connection with the use of material from the Department of Agriculture, the writers wish especially 
to acknowledge their indebt e d n ess to O. H. Baker, of the Bureau of Agricultural Bconomics, who placed at 
their disposal manuscript materials and many graphs and maps, and to W. J. Spillman, former chief of the 
Office of Farm Management, in collaboration with whom several of the interpretations here presented were 
first developed. 



II. 


THE GROWTH OF FARM TENANCY: 

1880 TO 1920. 

In the expansion of the agricultural industry in the United 
States there has been a fairly close relationship between the stage 
of its development in any particular part of the country and the 
prevalence of farm tenancy. In general, it has been true that 
when a given area was newly settled, especially so long as free land 
was to be had, there was little tenancy; and that the practice of 
renting farms grew more common as the section became older and 
its agriculture more thoroughly established. This feature in the 
development of tenancy is to be noted especially in those parts of 
the country where a large proportion of the present-day owners of 
rented farms are themselves retired farmers. In a new country, 
obviously, there are no farmers ready to retire; and it is only when 
the pioneers or their immediate successors have grown old that 
they offer their farms for rent. 

These conditions do not prevail, however, in all parts of the 
country. In the South the great source of increase in the number 
of tenant farms has been the breaking up of the old plantations. 
In Oklahoma and in some other States of recent settlement, specu- 
lators obtained possession of considerable areas of farm land which 
they very soon offered for rent. Hence we have, in limited areas, 
the development of tenancy following very quickly upon the 
settlement of the land. Again, in the Atlantic Coast States as far 
south as Virginia, an area including most of the earliest settlements 
in the country, we find that there has been a general decline in the 
percentage of tenancy in recent years. 

Where tenancy has thus grown up with the development of a 
permanent system of agriculture, it may, up to a certain limit at 
least, be considered a desirable part of the economic program. 
“Few young farmers,” says Taylor,* “are financially able to own 
the amount of land they can operate to best advantage.” And 
again, “Farm tenancy is an institution which provides for getting 
the land into the hands of those who are in a position to cultivate 
it, but who are xmable to buy farms.” 


^ Dr. H. C. Taylor, chief of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, U. S. Department of Agriculture; 
Agricultural Economics, xgax, p* 370. 
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The whole number of farms in the United States in 1920 was 
6,448,343, of which 2,454,804, or 38.1 per cent, were operated by 
tenants. Table i shows the number of farms, by tenure, and the 
number of tenants per 1,000 farm operators, for each census from 
1880 to 1920, together with the increase, actual and relative, in 
each item. 

Incidentally it may be noted that in all data from the census 
of agriculture the number of farms and the number of farmers is 
identical, since a farm is defined as all the land operated by one 
person, either as owner, as hired manager, or as tenant. For 
convenience, then, the terms may be used interchangeably. The 
percentage of all farms operated by tenants, for example, is the 
same as the percentage which tenants form of all farm operators. 

Tablb 1. — ^Ncmber of Farms in thb United States, by Tenure, with Increase 
AND Number ob Tenants per i,ooo Farmers: 1880 to 1920. 


[Figures for divisions and States in Tables is. 16. and 53 .] 
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The rate of increase in the nxunber of farms operated by tenants 
has not been regular. During the decade from 1880 to 1890 the 
increase amotmted to 26.4 per cent; from 1890 to 1900, it was 
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56.4 per cent; from 1900 to 1910, 16.3 per cent; and from 1910 
to 1920, 4.3 per cent. Except for the most recent decade, there 
has been a considerable increase during each period in the total 
number of farms, which has accounted for a large part of the 
increase in tenant farms. To eliminate the effect of this general 
increase, the percentages of increase in the number of tenants 
per 1 ,000 farm operators have been computed. These rates of in- 
crease for the respective decades are as follows: 1880 to 1890, 10.9 
per cent; 1890 to 1900, 24.3 per cent; 1900 to 1910, 4.8 per cent; 
and 1910 to 1920, 3 per cent. 

There is no statistical information on American land temme prior 
to 1880, but there is evidence that farm tenancy in the United 
States is nearly as old as the settlement of the country, though the 
number and proportion of tenants doubtless remained small, so 
long as free land was abundant. It was during the last 10 years 
of the nineteenth century that the greatest increase in farm tenancy 
occurred, as shown by the percentages quoted above. The notable 
increase in tenancy during this decade (1890 to T900) was due in 
part to the fact that the free land was practically exhausted by 
1900, and in part to the hard times which prevailed in the nineties 
and caused a large number of mortgages to be foreclosed, making 
it necessary for many farm operators to rent farms in order to 
continue farming. 

During the 40 years from 1880 to 1920 the total number of 
farms increased 2,439,436, or 61 per cent. This increase may be 
subdivided into an increase in tenant farms amounting to 1,430,203 
and an increase in farms operated by owners and managers 
amounting to 1,009,233. (Farms operated by owners alone were 
not shown separately until 1900.) During the 40-year period the 
number of tenant farms increased 139.6 per cent, while the number 
of farms operated by owners and managers increased only 33.8 
per cent, and the number of tenant farms in each 1,000 of all 
farms increased from 256 to 381, or 49 per cent. 

The percentage of ail farms operated by tenants at each census 
from 1880 to 1920, inclusive, is given, by geographic divisions,* 
in Table 2 and is shown graphically in Figure i . Both table and 
diagram show the relatively great increase in the tenancy per- 
centage between 1890 and 1900. 


1 For boundaries of geographic divisions, see map on p. 8. 
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Table 2. — Percentage of All Farms Operated by Tenants, by Geographic 
Divisions and Sections: rSSo to 1920, 

[Figures for divisions and States in Table 53.] 
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In the New England and Middle Atlantic States the develop- 
ment of farm tenancy has not gone so far as it has in the rest of 
the coxmtry. New England has a much lower percentage of farms 
operated by tenants than any other section of the country, and 
both the New England and the Middle Atlantic divisions showed 
the maximum number and percentage of tenants in 1900. The 
decline of tenancy in these States has been to a considerable 
extent a corollary to the decline in the number of farms. The 
record of these two divisions for the last 40 years appears in 
Table 3, which shows, by geographic divisions, both the absolute 
and the relative increase or decrease in the number of farms, by 
tenure, for each decade from 1880 to 1920. 

Although the number of owners operating farms in the New 
England and Middle Atlantic States had begun to decline as early 
as the decade from 1 880 to 1 890, the decline in tenancy did not begin 
until after the year 1 900. In general, however, what little increase 
in tenancy there has been within the 40 years in this region has ap- 
peared in the States of New York and Pennsylvania, which account 
for 17,380 of the increase of 19,349 tenants in the Middle Atlantic 
division during the decade from 1890 to 1900. It is worthy of 
note that in the State of New Hampshire the decline in the num- 
ber of tenants apparently started before the first comparative 
figures for farm tenure were obtained (in 1890), as the number of 
tenants has shown a decrease at each enumeration since that time. 
This is the only State with such a record. (See Table 53.) 
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Taels 3 . — Increase or Decrease in Number op Farm Operators, by Tenure, 
BY Geographic DmsiONS and Sections: 1880 to 1920. 

[A minus sign (-) denotes decrease. Actual numbers for each census year in Table 53.I 
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that the average acreage per farm has shown a decrease at each 
succeeding enumeration since i860; and in the West South Cen- 
tral division, where there has been a rapid expansion in farm 
land, the average size of farms in 1920 was only 174.1 acres, as 
compared with 445.6 acres in i860. The figures for improved 
land show a similar tendency. 

There were 553,848 tenant farms in the South in 1880, 706,343 
in 1890, 1,231,144 in 1900, i,53^j 752 1910, and. 1,591,121 in 

1920. The most important increase took place, then, here as in 
most other parts of the country, in the decade between 1890 and 
1900; and during the last decade, from 1910 to 1920, the increase 
was almost negligible. The figures representing the increases, 
both in tenant farms and in farms operated by their owners, are 
shown, by geographic divisions, in Table 3. 

The East North Central and West North Central divisions have 
shown an increase both in the number of farms operated by ten- 
ants and in the percentage of tenancy from census to census since 
1880. The East North Central division has actually reported 
smaller numbers of farms since 1900, but the decreases have been 
almost entirely in the owner class, and consequently the increase 
in the proportion of tenants is due not so much to the increase in 
tenants as to the decline in the number of owners. In parts of 
the West North Central division, especially in the Dakotas, the 
country has been but recently settled, and is therefore somewhat 
behind the Eastern States in the development of tenancy. Nev- 
ertheless, the percentage of tenancy for the division as a whole 
has increased from 20.5 in 1880 to 34.2 in 1920, a figure decidedly 
higher than that shown for any other division outside the South. 

It is significant to compare the increasing percentage of tenancy 
shown for most of the States along the northern border with the 
decreasing percentages of tenancy shown for the Dominion of 
Canada. Data for Canada and for the principal border States 
are presented in Table 5. 


TabTvB 5 . — Percentage or Tenancy Among Farmers in Canada and in Selected 
Border States: 1880 to 1920. 
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In the Mountain and Pacific divisions tenancy has not yet 
developed to any great extent. The number of farm tenants in 
the Mountain division in 1920 was 37,478, as compared with 
19,690 in 1910; and the number in the Pacific division in 1920 
was 46,987, as compared with 32,733 in 1910. 

The pioneer is not likely to be a tenant. A man is not willing 
to break in land unless he owns it. It is of interest to note, 
however, the increasing speed with which tenancy is developing 
as the most recently settled sections of the country are becoming 
more fully developed. 

In connection with the question of farm tenancy in the Pacific 
division, mention should also be made of the situation arising out 
of the Alien Land Act, which makes it necessary for the Japanese 
and Chinese who desire to farm to become tenants rather than 
owners. 

Although the four decades under consideration have all shown 
increases in the proportion of farms operated by tenants, the 
growth has not been by any means uniform, either in its nature 
or in its extent and geographic distribution. At the beginning of 
the period under consideration, in the year 1880, farm tenancy 
was already firmly established in the United States. During the 
decade from 1880 to 1890, the first decade for which actual quanti- 
tative measurement is available, the proportion of farm tenancy 
increased generally throughout the country, except in the Mountain 
and Pacific divisions. 

It was in the decade from 1890 to 1900, however, that the great- 
est increases recorded in the 40-year period were shown. Every 
State in the Union except three — Maine, New Hampshire, and 
Vermont — showed an increase in the proportion of farms operated 
by tenants. The increase for the country as a whole was from 

28.4 per cent to 35.3 per cent. This increase was especially pro- 
nounced in the South, and within the South, in the West South 
Central division. The South as a whole showed an increase from 

38.5 per cent in 1890 to 47 per cent in 1900. But this rapid rate 
of increase did not continue, and during the next decade, from 
1900 to 1910, the proportion of farm operators who were tenants 
had actually declined in four of the nine geographic divisions. 
The New England and Middle Atlantic divisions had apparently 
passed their maximum percentage of tenancy and had begun a 
decline which has continued to the present time. The increase in 
the number of owmers in the West was again suflScient to reduce 
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the proportion of tenants in that region, although the rate of 
increase in the number of tenants was actually higher than in the 
North or the South. 

In the last decade, from 1910 to 1920, the increase in tenancy 
was relatively small. In this decade the most important increases 
took place in the West and in the North Central States. The 
New England and Middle Atlantic States continued their decrease 
of the previous decade, and even in the North Central States 
the continued increase was found mainly in the newer States. In 
the South the percentage of tenancy remained approximately 
stationary. 

In New England the increase in tenancy practically came to an 
end as early as 1890; in the Middle Atlantic States it continued 
to 1 900. In the East and West North Central and South Atlantic 
States the increase still continues but is not very marked except 
in the West North Central States. In the East and West South 
Central States the changes diuring the last decade were small, 
but in the Mountain and Pacific divisions decided advances were 
recorded. The slight increase in tenancy shown for the last 
decade for the United States as a whole is thus an average covering 
a group of States in which tenure conditions have apparently 
become stable, another group in which tenancy is still on the 
increase, and a third group in which a decline in tenancy has set in. 
There is no evidence of a continuous widespread growth in te nanc y. 
On the conhmy, there is clear indication of an approach of stabi- 
lized conditions in this respect, particularly in the older settled 
portions of the country. 



III. 


SIGNIFICANCE OF INCREASE IN TENANT FARMS AND 

IN LEASED LAND. 

In the discussion of farm tenancy it is important to distinguish 
between the number of farms and the farm acreage operated under 
the different forms of tenure. Table 6 shows, for each census year 
from 1900 to 1920, inclusive, the acreage of all land in farms 
classified according to tenure and the improved acreage likewise 
classified, together with the amount and percentage of increase or 
decrease from census to census. Similar figures for the number of 
farms are given in Table i. 

Table 6. — ^Acreage op All Land and of Improved Land in Farms in the 
United States, bv Tenure, with Increase, and Percentage Operated by 
Tenants: 1900 to 1920. 


[For number of farms, by tenure, see Table t. Acreage 0 gures by divisions and States in Table 54.3 
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It may be noted that while the number of farms operated by 
tenants, as shown in Table i, increased 4.3 per cent between 1910 
and 1920, the acreage of land in tenant farms increased 17 per 
cent. During the past decade, then, the acreage of the tenant 
farms increased more rapidly than their number. This may be 
explained, however, by the fact that most of the new tenant 
farms were in the Northwest, which is a region of relatively large 
farms and low-value lands. In the preceding decade (from 1900 
to 1910) the increase in the acreage of tenant farms was 16. i per 
cent, as compared with an increase of 16.3 per cent in the number 
of tenant farms. 

In addition to the farm land operated by tenants, a considerable 
area of land is hired by farm owners and operated in connection 
with the land which they own. A summary of some impublished 
figures obtained in the census of 1910, recently made by the 
Department of Agriculture, shows 46.3 percent of the total acreage 
operated by part owners to have been rented, and 46.6 per cent of 
the improved acreage. No data are available relative to the 
rented acreage in the farms operated in 1920 by part owners, 
but it probably formed as great a percentage of the total as in 
1910, Table 7 shows the number of farms operated by part 
owners in 1920, 1910, and 1900, together with the acreage of all 
land in these farms and the acreage of improved land. 

The number of owners renting additional land actually declined 
between 1910 and 1920, but the acreage of all land in their farms 
increased 31.4 per cent, and the acreage of improved land increased 
3.8 per cent. All of the increase in the acreage of part-owned 
farms took place in the four divisions west of the Mississippi River, 
however, while the acreage in the eastern part of the country 
declined nearly 20 per cent; and the greater part of the increase 
consisted of unimproved land (mainly grazing land). The figures 
are shown by geographic divisions in Table 8. 

From some points of view the question of the acreage hired by 
these part oTOers is relatively immaterial, while from other points 
of view it is important. When the subject is approached from the 
point of view of the economic status of the American farmer and 
his chances for acquiring economic independence, the figures 
showing the amount of land operated by owners who rent addi- 
tional land are relatively immaterial. The part owner is an owner, 
nevertheless, and the fact that he is able to operate additional 
rented land, as well as the land which he owns, does not make his 
economic status worse, but possibly improves it. 
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Tablis 7 . — ^Number and Acreage or Farms Operated by Tenants and by Part 

Owners: 1900 to 1920. 


I Part o-wners are owner-operators who rent some land in addition to what they own.] 
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Tenants 

Part owners 

Acreage of land in farms operated by — 

Tenants 

Part owners 

Acreage of improved land in farms operated by — 

Tenants 

Part owners 


1920 i 

1910 

1900 

a»4S4»8o4 

3,354,676 

3,034,964 

558,580 

593, 8as 

451,376 

364, 543 

335, 5x3,843 

X9S, 033,537 

i7S,S24»S8a 

X33, 631,303 

1 

134, 77S, 802 

i 7 S> 754 , 5 aS j 

156,387,314 

125,357, 735 

78,930, oip I 

76,Q4X,S34 

56,742,335 


ITEM. 

INCREASE, 1910->1920. 1 

INCREASE, 1900-1910. 1 

Number or 
amount. 

Per cent. 

Number or 
amount. 

Per cent. 

Number of farms operated by — 

Tenants 

zoo, xsS 


339, 7x3 

143,449 

16.3 

31.6 

Part owners 

— 5*9 


35, 345 

Acreage of land in farms operated by — 

Tenants 

38,466,700 

41,893,580 

17.0 



Part owners 

31,479,306 

zo. z 


31.4 

S, 85a, 500 

7 * 1 

Acreage of improved land in farms operated by — 
Tenants 

Z9, 467, SIX 

3, 888, X9S 


30,929,579 

24-7 

34-0 

Part owners 

X3» 5 

■a. S 



j 19, 399, 489 


1 A minus sign (— ) denotes decrease. 


From the point of view, however, of the land which is operated 
by owners and by tenants, with reference to the difference in the 
type of farming and the degree of care and quality of husbandry, 
the problem of the amount of land operated under lease is an im- 
portant one. It is probably true that the land rented by a part 
owner is likely to be adjoining his own land, and since the land is 
bound to remain there year after year he is quite likely to wish to 
rent it repeatedly. Even under these conditions, however, he 
will hardly take as great care of the rented land as he does of his 
own, though he will surely take better care of it than would a tenant 
who expected to use it for a single year only. 

While there is not sufiScient information available for a con- 
clusive judgment, it may be said in general that from the point 
of view which is believed to be the most pertinent for American 
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agriculture and which is largely followed in this study, namely, 
the social point of view, the most significant figures are those rep- 
resenting the status of the farmer rather than the status of the 
land, or the number of farms operated under the different forms 
of tenure rather than the proportion of the land so operated. 

Table 8.— Number, Acreage, and Improved Acreage op Farms Operated by 
Part Owners, by Geographic Divisions: 1920 and 1910. 


[Part owners are owner-operators who rent some land in addition to what they own.] 


DIVISION. 

1920 

1910 

INCREASE.^ 

Amount. 

Per cent. 

NUMBBR OF FAJUrS. 





United States 

SS8»s8o 

5937825 

— 35, 245 

- 5*9 

New England 

6,319 

57869 

450 

7-7 

Middle Atlantic 

33 , 50X 

257613 

— 3, *12 

—12.3 

East North Central 

X06, 839 

*3*7805 

—34,966 

—18.9 

West North Central 

167,907 

178,880 

— 10,973 

—6. 1 


60, 536 

7*7 596 

- 11 Q 7 Q 

— * 5-5 




S 7 » 754 

7*7 475 

III -Tit Tar 

—19.3 



West South Central 

73» 183 

73,050 

* 7*33 

1.6 

Mountain 

37 , 42 * 

15,815 

31 , 606 

136.6 

Pacific 

36, X30 

30 , 722 

5,408 

, 36. z 

ACREAGE OF ALL LAND IN FARMS. 





United States 

I 7 S>S 34,883 

*33,63*7303 

4*7893,580 

31 . 4 

New England 

833,083 

834,735 

—2,642 

—0.3 

Middle Atlantic 

7537 35 * 

3,207,856 

—455,605 

—14.2 

East North Central 

14,078,448 

* 6 , 445,954 

—2,367, S06 

—*4.4 

West North Central 

66,038,983 

55,682,973 

10,346, 011 

x8.6 

South Atlantic 

41869,577 

6,567,369 

—1,697,792 

— 25-9 

East South Central 

4 i S 45 i 703 

6,496,127 

—*,950,424 

— 30.0 

West South Central 

29 »S 337 * 9 * 

23,361,144 

6,172,047 

36.4 

Mountain 

38, 761, 530 

9,884,746 

28,876 , 774 

293.x 

Pacific 

14, *23, X 36 

11, 150,409 

2 , 972 , 7*7 

36.7 

ACREAGE OF IMPROVED LAND IN FARMS. 





United States 

78,930,019 

76,041,824 

2,888 , 195 

3-8 

New England 

317,088 

3 * 5 , 44 * 

1,647 

0.5 

Middle Atlantic 

x,8o9, iso 

3, 328,086 

—418,966 

-IS. 8 

East North Central 

11,038, 667 

*37*75,589 

— 2,136,923 

—16.3 

West North Central 

38,891,600 

38,672,144 

219,456 

0.6 

South Atlantic 

2,567,43s 

3,265,830 

—698,385 

— 21 . 4 

East South Central 

2,704,99s 

3,630, x6x 

—925,166 

-25.5 

West South Central 

7 , 78 a, 33 X 

6,949,567 

833, 754 

IS.O 

Mountain 

7,980,365 

2,308,56s 

5,671, 700 

245.7 

Pacific 

57838,528 

5,496,45* 

342,077 

6 . 3 


1 A minus sign <— ) denotes decrease. 





IV. 


TENANCY AND TYPE OF FARMING. 

There is a close relationship between the type of farming pur- 
sued in a given community and the percentage of tenancy in that 
community. It is rather difficult, to be sure, to secure statistical 
data on this point, but studies made by the Office of Farm Manage- 
ment in the Department of Agriculture bear out the general con- 
clusion. A suggestive table published in the Twelfth Census Re- 
ports shows the percentage of tenancy in 1900 among farmers 
classified according to principal source of income. The results are 
summarized in Table 9. 


Table 9. — Percentage op Tenancy Among Farmers Classified According to 
Principal Source op Income: 1900. 


PRINCIPAL SOURCE 

OP INCOME. 

Per cent 
of 

tenancy. 

PRINCIPAL SOURCE 

OP INCOME. 

1 Per cent 
of 

tenancy. 

PRINCIPAL SOURCE 

OP INCOME. 

Per cent 
of 

tenancy. 

Cotton . - 

67.7 

Hay and jirain ......... 

39. 3 

Dairy products 

33*3 


Sugar crops 

35 * ^ 

Dive stock * . 

30.3 

Rice i 

45° 7 

Vegetables 

30. 4 

Fruits 

16.5 







One relation stands out prominently in this tabulation, namely, 
that the higher percentages of tenancy are found on farms whose 
chief products are cash crops, involving a relatively small invest- 
ment in working capital and providing a relatively rapid turnover. 
The annual crops are the tenant crops; cotton, tobacco, rice, 
grain, and vegetables show high percentages of tenancy. On the 
other hand, fruits, live stock, and dairy products show low per- 
centages of tenancy. The line of demarcation is quite clear. 
It is the type of farming which requires a large investment and a 
long time to realize on the investment that is shunned by tenants 
and undertaken mostly by owners. On the other hand, an annual 
crop, readily marketable, and requiring little investment that will 
not be returned within a year, is what attracts the tenant. 

These statements must be made, of course, with a certain degree 
of qualification. There are places, for example, where a system 
of partnership between landlords and tenants has been worked 
out on dairy farms which makes it possible for the tenant to engage 
in this business without undue risk. In general, however, the 
50687°— 24 3 33 
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percentages given above are suggestive and the conclusions to 
M'hich they point are borne out by intensive studies of local areas 
and by the knowledge of experts in farm management. 

A bit of evidence on this point is available from a tabulation of 
tenancy by zones in the twelfth Federal reserve district, which 
includes the States of California, Idaho, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, 
and Washington, and most of Arizona. The Federal Reserve 
Bank of San Francisco has divided each of these States into 
economic districts or zones, in accordance with the principal 
products, and has courteously furnished the writers a list of the 
counties included in each zone and a general description of its 
economic characteristics. 

Table lo gives for each of these zones the number of farms, the 
number and percentage operated by tenants, and a brief state- 
ment as to the prevailing type of agriculture in the zone. 


Table 10. Farm Tenancy and Type op Farming in the Twelexh Federal 

Reserve District: 1920. 


i TATE A.VD 20NK, 


Arizona: 

Zone X 

Zone 3 

Zone 3 

Zone 4 

Zone 5 

Caufornia: 

Zone I 

Zone 2. . . 

Zone 3 

Zone 4 

Zone 5 

Zone 6-7 * . 
Zone 8 . . . . 

Zone 9 

Zone xo. . , . 
Zcme IT . . . 
Zone 13 .. . 
Zone 13 . . . . 
Zone 14 . . . 
Zone 15-16 2 

Zone 17 

Zone 18 

Zone 19 

Zone SO. 
Zone 31 . . . , , 
Zone 23 . . . . 



Total 
number 
of fanns. 

TENANT FARMS. 

Type of agriculture or principal product. 

Number. 

Per cent 
of total. 


3)930 

X, 0x0 

25*7 

Cotton. 


598 

8 x 

* 3-5 

Cattle. 


582 

90 

* 5-5 

Stock. 


630 

148 

23-5 

Cotton. 


1, 170 

97 

8.3 

Stock. 


2,843 

1)403 

49-3 

Cotton, cantaloupes, and live stock. 


3,300 

646 

20. 2 

Diversified. 


4 ,i 8 S 

496 

11.8 

Farming and orchards. 


3)949 

594 

15-0 

Oranges and general farming. 


4 iS 44 

386 

8-5 

Oranges and general farming. 


12,444 

3 ) *74 

25-5 

Oranges and general farming. 


3)028 

972 

32. 1 

General farming and beans. 


*0, 563 

1,843 

* 7-4 

General farming, oranges, and grapes. 


5)274 

*) 553 

29.4 

Diversified. 


6) 585 

X, 333 

xS.7 

Diversified. 

1 20 t 393 { 

I) 56s 

* 5 -* 

General farming, fruit, and cattle. 

7^779 

1)723 

22. X 

General farming, fruit, and cattle. 

7 > 47 S 

2, X32 

28.5 

General farming, fruit, and cattle. 

4^527 

*)399 

30.9 

Diversified. 

8,656 

1,584 

18.3 

Diversified. 

3,971 

890 

30. 0 

Diversified. 

6, 279 

I) *55 

18.4 

Rice. 

4)036 

762 

x8. 9 

Orchards. 

*. 4 ) 9*4 

654 

* 3-9 

Stock. 

4)022 

949 

23.6 

Stock. 


1 Includes the city of Los Angeles. 


2 Includes the city of San Francisco. 
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TABI.E 10. — Farm Tenancy and Type of Farming in the Twelfth Federal 
Reserve District: 1920 — Continued. 



Total ; 

TENANT RAKMS. | 


<-TATtt AND 20 NI 3 . 

number | 
of farzns. | 

Number. 

Percent 1 
of total. ' 

Type of aKriciilture or prindipal profluct. 

Idaho: 

Zone I 

5*647 

42s 

i 

7*5 ] 

Sheep. 

Zone a 

4*435 

673 

15.2 j 

Sheep. 

Zone 3 

4*574 

623 

13-6 ! 

Sheep. 

Zone 4 

4.314 

879 

I 

20. 4 , 

Sheep. 

Zone 5 

3*828 

63S 

16. 7 ' 

Sheep. 

Zone 6 

3*733 

644 

17-3 j 

Sheep and apples. 

Zone 7 

6, 109 

z,oa3 

z6. 7 1 

Sheep and apples. 

Zone 8 

3*564 

S43 

93-6 1 

Wheat, hay, smd live stock. 

Zone 9 

2,970 

617 

ao. 8 1 

Diversified. 

Zone 10 

2,946 

3.38 

11*5 ' 

Diversified. 

Nevada: 





Zone z 

2, tea ' 

214 

10. a 

Stock. 

Zone a 

i,o6z 

8a 

7-7 1 

Stock. 

Orsgon: 

Zone 1-3 1 

6,543 1 

1,307 

20.0 

Diversified. 

Zone 3 

a, 236 1 

353 

15-7 

Diversified. 

Zone 4 

S*68a , 

1,049 

Z8.5 

Diversified. 

Zone s 

5*443 1 

1,037 

19. X 

Diversified. 

Zone 6 

8*407 

1,727 

20.5 

Diversified. 

Zone 7 

3*453 

633 

18.3 

Diversified. 

Zone 8 

2,786 1 

461 

z6.s 

Diversified . 

Zone 9 

3*683 ' 

83S 

22.8 

Wheat and live stock. 

Zone zo j 

1 3*858 ' 

842 

3 Z .8 

Wheat and live stock. 

Zone zz 

1 4 , 66s 

738 

IS- 8 

Wheat and live stock 

Zone Z3-Z3 

i 3 * 45 = ' 

443 

12.8 , 

Wheat and live stock. 

Utah; 





Zone z-a 2 

4,027 ' 

591 

14-7 1 

Wheat, hay, sugar beets, potatoes, and fruit. 

Zone 3 

2,447 j 

aSa 

11. s j 

Wheat, hay, sugar beets, potatoes, and fruit. 

Zone 4 

4*325 i 

477 

t 

ZZ.O 

Wheat , hay , sugar beets, potatoes, and fruit. 

Zone 5 

4*993 j 

• 584 

...r| 

Sheep. 

Zone 6 

3,214 ' 

263 

8.2 1 

Sheep. 

Zone 7 

4,308 1 

326 

7.7 • 

Sheep. 

Zone 8 

2,449 ' 

aCs 

zo.S j 

Sheep. 

Washikoton: 





Zone z-3 * 

4*830 

i 1,004 

ao. 8 

Wheat. 

Zone 3 

3*535 

1 1*313 

37*1 

Wheat. 

Zone 4 

3,537 

I 816 

32. a 

Wheat, barley, and live stock. 

Zone s 

1,933 

'j 326 

' 1, 036 

16.9 

Wheat, barley, and live stock. 

Zone 6 

2,944 

35-2 

Wheat. 

Zone 7 

4*043 

, 488 

13 . z 

Diversified. 

Zone 8 

4,951 

i 61s 

12.4 

Apples, hay, and sheep. 

Zone 9 

2,733 

1 SSO 

20 . I 

Wheat. 

Zone TO 

5*755 

1,344 

23-4 

Apples, hay. and sheep. 

Zone II 

5*966 

79S 

13-4 

Diversified. 

Zone za 

4,490 

7 , 679 

561 

12.5 

Diversified. 

Zone 13 

1,0X3 

13. 2 

Diversified. 

Zone i 4 -“I 5 * 

t6 

4,729 

3,858 

6,30s 

1,133 

446 

976 

24*0 

ZI.6 

Diversified. 

Diversified. 

Zone z7 . 

IS - 5 

Diversified. 


1 Includes the city of Portland. ® Includes the city of Spokane. 

2 Includes Salt Lake City. ^ Includes the city of Seattle. 
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It will be noted at once that in Arizona, zones i and 4, which 
are cotton-producing regions, have a much higher percentage of 
tenancy than the remainder of the State, whose agricultural 
activities consist primarily in the raising of live stock. In CaU- 
fomia the situation is considerably complicated by the variety of 
products and their overlapping. Nevertheless, zone i, which 
includes the Imperial Valley with its cotton production, shows 
the highest proportion of tenancy anywhere in the district, 
namely, 49.3 per cent. 

Though the figures are not altogether consistent or convincing, 
they do support in a general way the conclusions based on the 
tabulation made in 1900 for the country as a whole. Tenancy is 
higher where general diversified farming is practiced and particu- 
larly where one annual cash crop, like wheat or cotton, is raised. 
On the other hand, where live stock is raised, or where fruit is 
the principal product, tenancy is less common. In the State of 
Washington, for instance, the highest percentage of tenancy is 
found in zone 3, which is devoted to wheat; zone 4, whose principal 
products are wheat and barley; and zone 6, which also produces 
wheat.' It is true that there are some wheat zones in the State 
with lower percentages of tenancy, but zone 8, which produced 
apples, hay, and sheep, has only 12.4 per cent of tenants, which "is 
third from the lowest percentage in the State. 

FARM I,AND BY TENURE. 

There is no census information as to the relative productivity 
of farms operated by owners as compared with farms operated by 
tenants, since the production of crops has not been tabulated by 
tenure. In so far as any evidence on the subject is available 
there appears to be little difference in the yield per acre for the 
two tenure classes, the average for owners probably being slightly 
the larger. It might be expected that tenants, operating as they 
do the better grades of land, would produce higher 3delds than 
do owners, whose farms are, in general, somewhat lower in average 
value per acre. This is not tlie case, however, for various reasons. 
In the first place, the yield per acre is related only to that part of 
the land which is cultivated, so that the waste land which te nds 
to reduce the average value of owner-operated farms per acre 
is not included. In the second place, many of the small farms 
operated by owners without assistance receive greater care than 
do the larger farms operated by tenants. 
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Table ii shows, by geographic divisions, for farms classified 
according to tenure, the percentage of the farm acreage that was 
improved in 1920, and Figure 2 shows the same data in graphic 
form for selected States. In the table, separate figures are given 
for full owners (those who own all the land they operate) and 
part owners (those who hire some additional land) . 


Fig. 2. — Pisrcentage or Improved Land in Farms Operated by Tenants, Own- 
ers, AND Managers, por Selected States: 1920. 
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Tabls 11 . — Percentage or Farm Acreage Improved, by Tenure, by 
Geographic Divisions; 1920, 

[Figures for States in Table 56.] 


DIVISION. 

All 

farms. 

FARMS OPERATED BY — 

Owners. 

Man- 

agers. 

Tenants. 

Total. 

Full 

owners. 

Part 

owners. 

Total. 

Other 

than 

crop- 

pers. 

Crop- 
pers. 1 

United States 

52.6 

49-3 

51-0 

45-0 

24.4 

66. 3 

65.6 

73-9 

New England | 

Middle Atlantic ! 

East North Central | 

West North Central 

South Atlantic 

East South Central 

West South Central 

Mountain 

36.0 

63-5 

74*7 

66 . 7 

49.6 

36.3 

37-0 

23*7 

43.6 

33-9 

64.7 

72.0 

63-3 

43-4 

3X.3 

j 32-2 

1 26. 0 

1 

1 40. 2 

33-8 

64.6 

70. 6 
66.5 

44-7 
SO* 6 
34*6 
30.0 

39*6 

38.1 

65-7 

78.4 
58.9 

53-7 

39*5 

26. 4 

20. 6 

41*3 

33-0 

33-4 

63.8 

47-0 

33-4 

44.8 

8.1 

IZ.8 

31.2 

39- 2 

70. 2 

80. 7 
74.6 

60. 2 

68. 4 

SS -7 

36.9 

53- 4 

36.5 

64. 1 

32.7 

70. 0 

80. s 

73 - I 

Pacific ' 



j 




1 Reported in Southern States only. 


That the percentage of land improved is uniformly larger for 
tenant farms is significant; that croppers have a proportion of 
improved land even larger than other tenants is to be expected 
from the nature of their farming operations. It is among man- 
agers, many of whom run large farms or ranches, that the propor- 
tion of improved land is lowest, particularly in the West South 
Central and Mountain divisions, where most of the ranches are 
situated. 

Table 12 shows, by geographic divisions, the average acreage 
of all land and of improved land in farms operated under the dif- 
ferent forms of tenure. 

For the country as a whole full owners had a larger average 
acreage than tenants — 137 as compared with 107.9. A large part 
of the difference, however, is due to the inclusion of the croppers, 
with their 40-acre farms, the average for all the other tenants 
being 128 acres. The part owners and managers had much larger 
averages, 314.2 and 790.8, respectively. The significant com- 
parisons, however, are to be made between the full owners and 
the tenants, and in all the divisions of the North and West the 
tenant farms are larger in average acreage than are the farms 
operated by full owners. 
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In the South, even after eliminating the croppers, the owners 
have much larger farms than the tenants, because many of the 
tenants are Negroes and because the tenant in the South in very 
many cases operates a part of a broken up plantation consisting 
mainly of a tract of land adapted to the raising of cotton, while 
many owners still hold large plantations and estates, only portions 
of which are under cultivation. In the South Atlantic and East 
South Central divisions the farms operated by part owners are 
smaller than those operated by full owners, while in the West 
South Central division, as in all the rest of the country, the part 
owners’ farms are the larger — frequently two or three times as 
large. 


Table 12. — Average Acreage an*d Average Improved Acreage per Farm, 
BY Tenure, by Geographic Divisions: 1920. 

[P'iarures for States in Table 53 .] 


DIVISION, 

All 

farms. 



FARMr> OPERATCD 

BY — 



Total. 

; 

Owners- 


Man- 

agers. 

Tenants. 

Full 

owners. 

Part 

ownera. 

! 

Total. 

Other 

than 

crop- 

pers. 

Crop- 

pers.^ 

average acreage op all 


! 







LAND PER FARM. 









United States 

148. 3 

162. 3 

j 137 - 0 

3x4. 2 

790 8 

107.9 ; 

X28. 0 

40. a 

New England 

108 s 

104. 9 

I 103 6 

131 7 

204. 2 

1 12. s 


. . 


05 4 


: 86. 2 






East North Central. 

loS. s 

1 99 8 

! 94 

13 s. 8 

2IZ. 6 

X 36. 0 




'*3 1 3 


188. 8 






South .\tlantic 

84 4 

=37. 0 1 
TOI. 8 ] 

Z04. 3 

So. 3 

449 2 

S 8.3 

67. 7 

43. 4 

East South Central 

7 S -0 

103 . 7 ' 

X03.7 

78. 7 

436. 0 

44. 7 . 

S 3 . 7 

30. 4 

West South Central 

174. I 

1 225 7 1 

192. 4 

403 . 6 

3.293 6 

99 0 

ZZQ. 8 

49. 8 

‘VTmintain 1 

480. 7 

.ijh a 



X , 035 3 

3, 152. 0 




Pacific 

239.8 

302 . 5 ! 

X 4 S- X 

540 5 i 

976 0 

272 7 



AVERAGE ACREAGE OF IM- 









1 

PROVED LAND PER FARM. 








1 

} 

U.MTED States 

78 0 

$0 0 ' 

09. 9 

141. 3 

193 0 ! 

7X 6 

84. 0 

j ag. 7 

XTaw . 


1 


30 3 

67 3 

44. I 


i 

Middle Atliintic. , 

62 5 

1 i 


82. 4 

104, 3 

76. 6 



East North Central 

Sx. 0 1 

71.9 i 

66. 8 

X03- 3 

X33. 0 

xoi. 6 


1 

"Wear Nftrfh Central 

X56 J 



231. 6 

265 0 

X63. 8 



South Atlantic 

41.9 

46. 3 

46. 6 

42. 4 

Z50. 0 

35 . t 

38. 3 

r 29 . 7 

East South Central 

42 3 

52 7 ' 

S 3 S 

46. 8 

195.4 

30 6 

34 4 

* 24. s 

West South Central 

64, 4 

72 8 

6j. s 

106. 3 

267 I 

55 2 

63. X 

1 36. 4 

iMountain 

123* 3 



2 13 3 

373 " 3 

IJ2. 8 


■! 

Pacific 

103 2 

81 5 I 

57 4 

223 4 

304 9 

151. 0 

i 


1 Reported in Southern States only. 
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distribution op thb farm investment. 

A significant index of the difference in type between tenant 
fanning and o\vnership fanning is found in the difference in distri- 
bution of the farm investment for farms of the two tenure classes. 
The total farm investment, in the case of the tenant farms, of 
course, includes the landlord’s investment in the land, as well as 
the tenant’s investment in stock and tools. 

Table 13 shows, by geographic divisions, what percentage of 
the value of all farm property in 1920 was represented, respectively, 
by land, buildings, implements and machinery, and live stock. 
Figure 3 shows graphically, for owners and tenants in the North, 
South, and West, the same distribution of farm values. The 
data in Table 13 are presented for tenants and owners, and also 
for the two classes of owners which have already been distin- 
guished, namely, full owners, who own all the land they operate, 
and part owners, who hire some additional land. The most 
significant comparisons are to be made between tenants and full 
owners, since the part owners, in some sections, partake some- 
what of the characteristics of tenants. 


Fig. 3, — Percentage or Total Value or Farm PropertIt Represented by 
Each Class, Ror Owners and Tenants in the North,’ South, and West: 
1920. 
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Tabi.« 15. — Percentage of Total Value op Farm Propertv Represented 
BY Each Class, by Tenure, by Geographic Divisions: 1920. 

[Figures for States in Tables and bo.J 



PUR CSNT OP VAtUB OP ALL PARM PROPBRTY 
REPRESEN'tBD BY— 


Land and 
buildings. 



Ukited States: 

Owners 

Full owners . 
Fart owners. 
Tenants 


Imple- 
ments Live 
and xna- stock, 
chincry. 


New England: 

Owners 

Full owners 

Part owners 

Tenants 

Middle Atlantic: 

Owners 

Full owners 

Part owners 

Tenants 

East North Central: 

Owners 

Full owners 

Part owners 

Tenants 

West North Central: 

Owners 

Full owners 

Part owners 

Tenants 

South Atlantic: 

Owners 

Full owners 

Part owners 

Tenants 

Tenants, excluding croppers 

Croppers 

East South Central: 

Owners 

Full owners 

Part owners 

Tenants 

Tenants, excluding croppers 

Croppers 

West South Central: 

Owners 

Full owners 

Part owners 

Tenants 

Tenants, excluding croppers 

Croppers 


86.4 

73*9 

86.3 

73.8 

86. s 

76.5 

89.1 

80.0 

83*7 

63. z 

83.7 

61.9 

83.6 

64. a 

86.1 

69.9 

83-3 

68.9 

33.0 

73. 3 

8Z.9 

63.5 

81.9 

63* 3 

82. 3 

66.3 

84.5 

70. t 

83.5 

63.3 

89.0 

74-6 1 

1 1 

So 6 

67.6 i 

80.7 

66. 6 ! 

So. 3 

71. r ' 

Ss*S 

75 * a 

84- 5 

74-3 

89 9 

7 '> I 


14' 4 

3-3 

13.3 

14- 4 

3.6 

13.8 

14' 4 

3.3 

8.8 

13-0 

A - 7 

14. 7 

14. I 

4.8 

14 - S 

9. 3 

4. 3 

IS* 5 

lo. 3 

3 - 5 

XX. 0 

ZO. 3 

3 * 7 

11.8 

xo. 8 

3*5 

7*6 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Tabx.^ 13 ,— Percentage) oe Totae Vaeue oe Farm Property Represented 
BY Each Class, by Tenure, by Geographic Divisions: i92o-~Continued. 


DIVISION AND TENTIRfi. 

PBR CENT OF VALTTB OF AXL FARM PROPERTY 
REPRESENTED BY — 

Daud and 
buildings. 

Land 

alone. 

Buildings. 

Imple- 
ments 
and ma- 
chinery. 

Live 

stock. 

Mountain: 






Owners 

76.8 

67.4 

9.4 

5-0 

z 8 .a 

Full owners 

76. 2 

65.9 

zo. a 

5.2 

zS.6 

Part owners 

78.1 

70. 7 

7-4 

4*4 

17-4 

Tenants 

83 .x 

75-3 

7* 7 

4* a 

12. 7 

Pacific: 






Owners 

87.4 

76.4 

zx. 0 

4.8 

7-8 

Full owners 

87-4 

75 - 1 

12.3 

4.9 

7-8 

Part owners 

87. s 

80. 0 

7-5 

4.6 

7.9 

Tenants 

88.7 

82 .x 

6.6 

4*0 

7*4 


Figure 4 shows graphically, for selected States, the average 
value of farm property per farm for owners and tenants and the 
percentage of the total value of farm property represented by land. 


Fig. 4 - — Average Value oe Farm Property per Farm, and Percentage Rep- 
resented BY Land, for Owners and Tenants in Selected States: 1920. 

, [Figures for all States in Tables 58, 59, and 60.] 



PErt CENT OF TOTAL REPRESeNTEO BY LAND 


STATE 


PER CENT 

t0 8oao4osoeo70floao 


...w, 


CALIFORNIA 
ILLINOIS 

NORTH DAKOTA g 
KANSAS 
WISCONSIN 
TEXAS 
OHIO 

NEW YORK 
PENNSYLVANIA 
VIRGINIA 
ITTH CAROL 
TENNESSEE . 







MISSISSIPPI 


; OWNERS TENANTS 
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Uniformly throughout, land represents a larger proportion of 
the total value of farm property in the case of farms operated 
by tenants than in the case of farms operated by owners. Crop- 
pers are shown separately in Table 13 for the Southern divisions, 
and for them the difference is even more pronounced. This is in 
accordance with the fact that a larger proportion of the land in 
tenant farms is improved (see Table it). On tenant farms 
buildings constitute uniformly a smaller proportion of the total 
investment than on owner-operated farms. The tenants have to 
have good land, but they need not have good buildings. More- 
over, expensive buildings go with live-stock farming, which is 
not a type of farming commonly practiced by tenants. Tenants 
also have a smaller proportion of their investment in machinery 
and live stock. 

Table 14, on page 44, shows the average value per farm and per 
acre of the different classes of farm property in 1920 and 1910, 
for the different tenure classes. 

The average investment in machinery on tenant farms in 1920 
was $425, as compared with $624 on owner-operated farms. In 
the case of live stock, also, the difference is decided and is in 
agreement with the fact already noted, that tenants do not engage 
in live-stock farming to the extent that owners do. 

Figure 5 shows the average value of all live stock per farm and 
the average value of specified classes of live stock in selected 
States, on o'vvner-operated farms and on tenant farms. 


Fig. 5. — Pi3R Cent Distribution of Value of Dive Stock, by Classes, and 
Average Value per Farm, for Owners and Tenants in Selected States: 
1920. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 14 .— Average Value oe Farm Property per Farm and per Acre, by 
Tenure, por the United States: 1920 and 1910. 

[Figures for divisions and States in Table sS.l 


TBNURB. 

All farm 
property. 

LAND AND BUILDINGS. 

Imple- 

ments 

and 

■ma- 

chinery. 

rive 

stock. 

Total. 

rand. 

Build- 

ings. 

AveRAGB VALUB PER PARM.* 








All farms 


$X2, 0S4 

$xo, 284 

$8, 503 

$x, 781 

$557 

$1,243 


19x0. . 

444 

5,471 

4,476 

994 

199 

774 

Owners 


12, 130 

10, xs6 

8,149 

2,007 

624 

1,350 


19x0. . 

6,754 

5,664 

4 , S09 

1, 155 

228 

863 

Full owners 


10,94a 

9,122 

7,146 

1,976 

S8a 

1,238 


X9X0. . 

6 ,X 79 

5,160 

4,007 

1,153 

2x8 

8or 

Part owners 


X9 , aSS 

16,387 

14, X90 

3 , 197 

877 

2,025 


1910. . 

xOf 001 

8,5x5 

7,349 

1,165 

284 

1,302 

Managers 


4 Sf 761 

38,937 

32, 252 

6,68s 

1,516 

5,307 


X9ZO. . 

29,269 

25,075 

20,977 

4,098 

738 

3,455 

Tenants 


11,072 

9,690 

8,407 

1,283 

435 

958 


X9X0. . 

5,360 

4,662 

4,014 

648 

137 

563 

Average value per acre: 








All farms 


$8x. S2 

$69.38 

$57-36 

$12.02 

$ 3 - 76 

$8. 38 


xpxo. . 

46.64 

39 * 60 

32.40 

7- 20 

1.44 

5. 60 

Owners 


74 - 77 

62.60 

50. 23 

12-37 

3 - 84 

8. 32 


19x0. . 

44-56 

37-37 

29. 75 

7. 62 

1.50 

5.68 

Full owners 


79-86 

66.58 

52. x6 

14-42 

4- 25 

9.04 


X9X0. . 

44-59 

37 - 23 

28. 9X 

8.3a 

1-57 

5-78 

Part owners. 


61.38 

52.15 

45. x6 

6.99 

2- 79 

6.44 


X9XO. . 

44-44 

37.84 

32. 66 

1 S-xS 

X. 26 

5 - 34 

Managers 


57-87 

49. 24 

40. 78 

8.45 

X. 92 

6. 7x 


19x0. . 

31.65 

27. 12 

22.68 

4-43 

0.80 

3-74 

Tenants 


102. 58 

89-77 

77-88 

11. 89 

3-94 

8.87 


X 9 XO. . 

55- 72 

48. 46 

41. 72 

6. 74 

1.42 

5- 84 


It will be seen that in these States tenants have a larger pro- 
portion of their live-stock investment in horses and mules; that is, 
in work animals rather than in cattle and sheep, which are raised 
for sale.^ The difference in the case of cattle is clearly pronounced 
except in Pennsylvania, where tenants have a larger proportion 
of their live-stock investment in cattle than do owners. In the 
case of swine the difference is not pronounced or uniform for 
the reason that hog raising is closely connected with the corn- 
raising industry and tenants engage in it to the same extent that 
owners do. 





V. 

GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION OF TENANCY. 

The percentage of tenancy for the United States (38.1) is the 
result of averaging widely var3dng percentages for different parts 
of the country, ranging from 4.2 per cent in Maine to 66.6 per 
cent in Georgia, and incidentally counting on an equal basis the 
small cropper farms of the South and the large tenant farms (larger 
than the owner-operated farms) of the com belt. Again, the 
figure for the United States as a whole is an average of widely 
differing percentages for the different race and nativity groups — 
18.9 per cent for the foreign-bora white, 33.2 per cent for the 
native white, and 75.2 per cent for the colored farmers. (See 
Table 62.) Most of the colored farmers are in the three Southern 
divisions, where the percentages of tenancy are highest; most 
of the foreign-born white farmers are in the East and West North 
Central divisions; and yet, outside of the South, these two divi- 
sions show thehighest percentages of tenancy. It is evident, then, 
that any real understanding of the tenancy situation in the United 
States must be based upon an analysis in some detail at least 
of the figures for different parts of the country and for the dif- 
ferent elements of the farm population. 

The number of farms and the per cent distribution by tenure, 
for 1920 and 1910, are shown, by divisions and States, in Tables 
15 and 16, together with the increase during the decade in the 
number of farms operated by owners and by tenants. Further 
data for individual States are to be found in the detailed tables 
at the end of this volume (Tables 53 to 62, inclusive) ; and certain 
items are also shown by counties in Table 63. 

The map on page 46 (Fig. 6) indicates the proportion of tenants 
among all fanners in each county in the United States in 1920, 
and the map on page 47 (Fig. 7) shows corresponding data for 
1880. 


4S 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 



M) percent, 
cent and ovOTf 


Fig. 7 .— PRRCENTAGie or Farms Operated by Thants, by CountiiSS: 1880. 

{Areas left blank on the map represents counties which had less than loo farms in i8So.} 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Table 15 .— Number or Farms, by Tenure, by Divisions and States: 

1920 AND 1910. 


DIVISION AND state. 


TOTAL NXTMBER OR 
VARMS. 


NX7MBER OR FARMS OPERATED BY 


Managers. 


Tenants. 


United States.. 

Geograpesc divisions: 

New England 

Middle Atlantic .... 
East North Central. 
West North Central 

South Atlantic 

East South Central. 
West South Central 

Mountain 

Pacific 

New England: 

Maine 

New Hampshire. . . . 

Vermont 

Massachusetts 

Rhode Island 

Connecticut 

Middle Atlantic: 

New Vork 

New Jersey 

Pennsylvania 

Central: 

Ohio 

Indiana * ’ 

Illinois 

Michigan ” 

Wisconsin ] 

West North Cental: 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri ” ] ] 

North Dakota 

South Dakota 

Nebraska 1 

Kansas 

South Atlantic; 

Delaware 

Mari'land * * 

Bistrict of Columbia 

Virginia 

West Virginia.*. ’ ] ] 
North Carolina, 
South Carolina . . ' * ’ 

Georgia ’ ” 

Florida 

East South Central: 

Kentucky 

Tennessee. . 

Alabama .... 
Mississippi....;.;;;; 
West ^uth Central: 

Arkansas 

Louisiana ; * ‘ 

Oklahoma....;;;;;' 

Texas 

Mountain: 

Montana 

Idaho 

Wyoming 

Colorado ;; ' 

New Mexico. ..;.*;*’ 

Arizona 

Utah ;;;; 

Nevada 

Pacific: 

Washington 

Oregon ,’ * * 

California ; * ’ 


6,361,508 3. 02S> 090 3>g4S>7fla 68,449 58,104 2,454.804 2,354,676 


IS6» 564 

43 Sj 147 
i»o 84 , 744 
IJO96, 951 

I) 158, 976 
1,051.600 
996, 088 
244, log 
234, 164 


18S, 802 
468,379 
1, 123,489 
1,109,948 
X, 111,881 
1,042, 480 
943 , 186 
183,446 
189, 891 


7 S 8 , 946 10, 776 

S 93 , IS 4 9 , 799 


47 , 505 X, 168 961 

37 , 796 916 84.7 

66,63a 4,949 3,417 
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TABtH 16 . — Per Cent Distribution or Aul Farms by Tenure, 1920 and 1910; 
AND Increase in Number of Farms Operated by Owners and Tenants, 
1910 to 1920. 



PER CENT OR ALL FARMS 
BY — 

OPERATED 

INCREASE, 19 X 0 - 1920 .X 


division and statb. 

Owners. 

Managers. 

Tenants. 1 

Owners. 

Tenants, 


1920 

1910 

1920 

1910 

1920 

1910 

Number. 

Per 

cent. 

Number. 

Per 

cent. 

United States 

60.9 

62. z 

X. X 

a 9 

38. z 

37. 0 

“ 23)632 

—0. 6 

zoo, zaS 

4.3 

Geographic divisions: 

New England 

89-5 

89. a 

3 - 1 

2.8 

7.4 

8. 0 

—28,248 

-16.8 

“ 3 , 4 X 3 

—22. 7 

Middle Atlantic 

76.9 

75 - 8 

2-3 

1-9 

20. 7 

22. 3 

“ 37)932 

—7.9 

— 16,081 

“IS - 4 

East North Central 

70. 7 

73. 0 

Z. 2 

z. 0 

28 I 

27. 0 

—42,358 

—5* 2 

8x0 

as 

West North Central .... 

64-8 

68.4 

I. 0 

a 8 

34- 2 

3a 9 

“47) 790 

-6.3 

32,401 

9. 5 

South Atlantic 

S 2-4 

53-3 

0.8 

0. 7 

46. 8 

4 S ‘9 i 

13)935 

2.3 

31,659 

6 . 3 

East South Central 

SO. 0 

49. 0 

0. 3 

a 3 

49. 7 

50 7 

15)356 

3-0 

— 6,452 

— I. a 

West South Central 

46. 6 

46. 7 

0. 5 

0. 5 

52.9 

52.8 

23)423 

S 3 

29, Z62 

5*9 

Mountain 

83. 0 

87. 7 

I. 7 

X.6 

IS- 4 

la 7 

4Z,67X 

25.9 

17)788 

90.3 

Pacific 

76.9 

80. 0 

3*0 

2.8 

20. z 

Z7, 2 

28. an 

z8.6 

14,254 

43.5 

New England: 











Maine 

94 - a 

94. z 

1.6 

I 7 

4-2 

4-3 

—11,017 

-X 9 .S 

-SS 9 

— 31.8 

New Hampshire 

90. 6 

90. 5 

2. 7 

2. 5 

6. 7 

69 

“ 5)889 

— 24. 0 

— S06 

—26. 9 

Vermont 

86.4 

85.8 

2. 0 

1.9 

11. 6 

Z2.3 

“ 2,944 

-za 5 

—622 

-xs. 5 

Massachusetts 

87.8 

86. 9 

5 * I 

5.0 

7 - X 

8 X 

“ 3)988 

-12.4 

—692 

— 23. 3 

Rhode Island 

79 - 5 

77 - 3 

5-0 

4 - 7 

15-5 

z8. 0 

—84a 

— sa 6 

—321 

— 33)6 

Connecticut 

86.8 

86.6 

4‘7 

3 -S 

8-5 

9.8 

“ 3)568 

“ 15-4 

—713 

-21.1 

Middle Atlantic: 








New York 

78. s 

77*3 

3-3 

1*9 

Z9. 3 

30 . 8 

— 14.957 

-9 0 

— 7)770 

- 11.3 

New Jersey 

73 - 7 

7a. z 

3*3 

3.3 

23.0 

24-8 

“ 3)344 

“ 9-3 

-1,468 

-11.1 

Pennsylvania 

75-9 

74.9 

2. 2 

Z.8 

2Z.9 

23-3 

-zo, 73 i 

- 6.5 

-6,843 

“X3.4 

East North Central: 




-I4 )Xx 8 



Ohio 

69 3 

70. 6 

X. a 

1|0 

29 . S 

28.4 

“ 7.3 

- 1,544 

— 2.0 

Indiana 

66 9 

68.9 

I z 

X X 

32.0 

3a 0 

— XI, 291 

-7. 6 

900 

1.4 

Illinois 

SS- 9 

57 6 

Z.4 

C 9 

42 - 7 

4Z.4 

- 13)533 

-8.6 

—3) X83 

—3.0 

Michigan 

§Z. I 

83 3 

Z. 2 

0 9 

17 7 

IS 8 

— Z2.904 

“ 7 -S 

2,033 

6 3 

Wisconsin 

84.3 

85. 3 

X .3 

0 8 

Z4.4 

13 9 

8,588 

S- 7 

2,604 

XC.6 

West North Central: 








Minnesota 

74*4 

78. a 

0-9 

0 8 

24 - 7 

2 Z. 0 

10. 640 

8.7 

XX, 337 

34.5 

Iowa 

57 - I 

61. 3 

z. s 

C.9 

41 7 

37.8 

— II, IIS 

-8.4 

6,949 

8 5 

Missouri 

70.4 

69- 4 

a 9 

«*7 

28.8 

29-9 

“ 7)255 

-3.8 

— 7)231 

-8.7 

North Dakota 

73 - 3 

83. 0 

X. z 

1 0. 7 

25. 6 

X 4-3 

— 6, 295 

—10 0 

9)354 

86.8 

South Dakota 

64. z 

74 - 7 

z. 0 

0. 6 

34-9 

34. 8 

— 10, 169 

“X 7 . 5 

6,810 

35-4 

Nebraska 

S6. 0 

6 j. Z 

I. z 

0. 8 

42.9 

38. Z 

— 9 ) 578 

— 13 . I 

3,989 

8. 1 

Kansas 

S8. 7 

63. s 

0.9 

0.8 

40-4 

36.8 

— Z4) 0X8 

— 13 . 6 

1)303 

3.0 

South Atlantic: 







Delaware 

59-3 

S 7.0 

z .4 

1. 1 

39-3 

41-9 

-168 

-2. 7 

—549 

— Z 3 . I 

Maryland 

68-5 

68. s 

2. 6 

3 0 

28. 9 

39-5 

“ 7 X 4 

— 2. I 

“575 

-4.0 

District of Columbia 

49.0 

54 * 4 

9 3 

6 9 

41. 7 

38. 7 

-18 

“IS - 3 

1 j 

X. a 

Virginia 

73 - a 

72. 6 

I X 

a 9 

as- 6 

26. s 

2,699 

2. 0 

“984 

— 3.0 

West Virginia 

83.6 

78. 6 

1 . 3 

0.9 

z6. 2 

3 a s 

“ 3)877 

“ 5 - 1 

“ 5)737 1 

— a8. 9 

North Carolina 

56. I 

S 7-3 

0.3 

0.4 

43 - S 

42.3 

6, 056 

4.2 

10,17a j 

9-5 

South (^rolina 

35 - I 

36- S 

0.4 

0 5 

64- S 

63. 0 

3)374 

S-a 

13,010 1 

IZ.7 

Georgia 

33.9 

33 - 9 1 

0 . S 

0.5 

66.6 

65.6 

3)495 

3 - 5 

XS )974 i 

8.4 

Florida 

71.3 

70. 8 

3-4 

a-S 

35-3 

26. 7 

3,088 

8. 7 

347 

3.6 

East South Central: 







8.995 



3.8 

Kentucky 

66. 3 

65.7 

0.4 

0.4 

33-4 

33 9 

S -3 

2,470 

Tennessee 

58.6 

S8. 6 

0.3 

as 

41. t 

41. z 

3. 957 

2-7 

2,824 

3.8 

Alabama 

Mississippi 

4Z. 8 

39 - 5 

0. 3 

0 2 

57-9 

60. 2 

3, 160 

3-0 

— 10,057 

-6 4 

33.6 

33- 6 

0.4 

as 

6^ z 

66. z 

“756 

-a 8 

-z ,689 

-a 9 

West South Central: 



5,998 




Arkansas 

48. 4 

49 - 7 

0.3 

C.4 

51 . 3 

Sao 

5-6 

XX) 9 SS 

IX. Z 

Louisiana 

43 . 3 

44. 0 

0. 6 

0.8 

S 7 -X 

55-3 

4)365 

8.0 

xo, 774 

zd. 3 

Oklahoma 

48.6 

44. 9 

a s 

0*3 

51.0 

54-8 

7 ) 813 

9 - X 

—6, 30Z 

—6. X 

Texas 

46. z 

46.9 

0. 6 

0. 6 

S 3- 3 

52. 6 

5.347 

a. 7 

12)734 

5-8 

Mountain: 







4.163 

177. 6 

Montana 

87. 3 

89. z 

X. 6 

1-9 

IX - 3 

8.9 

36,906 

xxs.a 

Idaho 

83. 3 

88. a 

z 8 

I S 

IS - 9 

zo. 3 

7.478 

27-5 

3 ) 5 X 3 

xic. 2 

Wyoming 

8s. z 

89. 0 

a 4 

3.8 

12-5 

8.3 

3)624 

37 - 1 

1,071 

1 19- 4 

Colorado 

75 6 

8a z 

I* 5 

I 7 

33. 0 

x8. 3 

8, 298 

22. 4 

5)373 

64. 0 

New Mexico 

86.3 

93 - 6 

I'S 

a 9 

ZS. 3 

5-5 

— 7)643 

— 22. 9 

1,698 

86 8 

Arizona 

78. 9 

88. 9 

3 * I 

z 8 

18. Z 

9-3 

“334 

-4.1 

940 

109. 2 

Utah 

88.0 

9Z. a 

X. 3 

0.9 

xa 9 

7-9 

2,8x7 

i 14-3 

1,067 

62.0 

Nevada 

85.3 

80. 9 

S *3 

6.7 

9-4 

za.4 

524 

1 24 - I 

-37 

— 11. r 

PAafic: 







j 

4)693 

60 7 

Washington * • 

79-5 
79 * 4 
74*4 

84. 5 
83. z 
75 - S 

Z.8 

z. 7 

z 8.7 

x8.8 

13-7 
X5. z 

5 . X96 

lc-9 

Oregon 

Z.8 

I" 9 

«,o 67 

! 5-5 

2,568 

37-4 

California 

4. 2 



3 a 6 

2O1948 

1 31-4 

6,993 

3 ^ S 


‘ A minus sign (— ) denotes decrease. 
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As indicated by these maps and by the figures in Table 15, the 
North Atlantic States, including the New England States, New 
York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, have relatively few tenants. 
Generally speaking, the topography of this section is hilly and the 
soil is thin as compared with the great level lowland stretches and 
the deep soil of the Mississippi Valley or the Prairie States. ‘ 
Owing to the fact that it is not practicable to use machinery for 
large-scale operations on the stony, hilly soil in these North 
Atlantic States, the farms are relatively small, the average 
improved acreage in 1920 being 39.1 in New England and 62.5 
in the Middle Atlantic States, as compared with 156.2 in the West 
North Central division, and with 78, the average for the United 
States. The dense population of these sections encourages inten- 
sive agriculture, dairying, vegetable growing, and fruit growing. 
On the whole, all of these circumstances tend to encourage owner- 
ship and to discourage tenancy. Fruit farming, which is quite 
important in the North Atlantic States, is adapted to tenancy 
even less than is dairying. A large proportion of the tenants 
in these States are engaged in the raising of vegetables. Hibbard ® 
sums up the situation in regard to tenancy in this geographic 
area as follows: 


_ The low proportioa of teaancy in the North Atlantic States is the result of a combina- 
tion of circumstances, the most important of these being, first, the low price of land 
per acre; second, a set of circumstances resulting in comparatively small farms, these 
two factors combining to give a low value to the farm as a unit; third, the relatively 
^11 amomt of farmmg such as leads easily to a system of tenancy, and in its stead a 
requirmg ownership of the land in order to insure good results. That there axe 
fetors be doubted, but these appear to be the decisive 


The East and West North Central divisions form a large section 
of the country, extending from the eastern botmdary of Ohio to 
me western boundaries of Kansas, Nebraska, and the two Dako- 
tas and comprising 12 States. Taken together these States have 
an ^ea of over three-fourths of a million square miles, com- 
pnsmg 25.4 p^ cent of the land area of the United States. They 
had a population in 1920 of 34,019,792, or nearly one-third of the 
United States total. In this section were situated about one- 
third of all the farms of the country, valued at more than the 
remammg two-thirds. These farms had 46.6 per cent of the 

B. a States is based on studies of 
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cattle, 55.9 per cent of the horses, and in value 54 per cent of the 
agricultural inipleinents and machinery. This section raises 
about two-thirds of the wheat crop of the whole country, about the 
same proportion of the com crop, seven-eighths of the oats crop, 
and nearly six-tenths of the hay and forage crop. The great bulk 
of the grain foods and a large part of the dairy products come from 
these States. There is a great diversity in the character of the soil 
and other conditions in the different parts of this great district. 
As a consequence there is a decided difference in the type of 
farming. Portions of Ohio are engaged in sheep raising; Illinois is 
a cereal-producing State; Wisconsin is a dairy State; Iowa, a cattle 
and svinne raising State; Minnesota and the Dakotas grow chiefly 
wheat, barley, and flaxseed ; and Michigan is noted for fruit and 
sugar beets. The dissimilarities are not confined to a comparison 
between the States but can be found within one State, so that the 
conditions are not by any means tmiform, even though certain 
broad characteristics may prevail. The proportion of tenants in 
these States is somewhat closely related to the value of the land 
per acre and also to the recent increase in the value of the land. 
Generally speaking, the character of the farming in these States is 
well adapted to tenancy. Grain production, as has been stated 
before, is well suited to the needs of the tenant, and of the different 
types of live-stock farming hog raising is the least difScult for a 
tenant, because the process can be completed in one year. The 
raising of cattle is not well adapted to tenancy, but an important 
branch of the industry in these com States is to feed the cattle 
raised on the western plains, an operation which does not involve 
a long period of time or a very large investment. 

In some of the northern States of this general region tenancy is 
relatively infrequent, partly because the land has only recently 
been settled. In North Dakota the proportion of tenants in 1920 
was 25.6 per cent, as compared with 42.7 per cent in Illinois and 
41.7 per cent in Iowa. In South Dakota, 34.9 per cent of the farms 
in 1920 were operated by tenants, a proportion considerably 
higher than that shown for North Dakota. In Minnesota, how- 
ever, the percentage of tenancy was only 24.7, being slightly 
lower than in North Dakota, though the latter State was the more 
recently settled. 

It may perhaps be said that in this great agricultural region 
tenancy in the United States has found its approximate level 
under present economic conditions. It is in these States that the 
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tenant graduates into the owner class at middle age, and it is also 
in these States that the general type of farming is such as to per- 
mit a considerable proportion of the farms to be operated under 
lease. 

In the South tenancy is much more common than in the North. 
In 1920 the proportion of tenants in the South as a whole was 49.6 
per cent, as compared with 28.2 per cent in the North and 17.7 
per cent in the West. It is true that the difference is partly a 
matter of definition, because the croppers, who are numerous in 
the South and are defined as tenants, are in many respects more 
like farm laborers. A cropper is a tenant who works the land for 
his landlord without supplying any of the working capital, but 
he might almost as well be regarded as a laborer who accepts a 
^are of the crop as his wages. The landlord furnishes the land, the 
house, the mule, the plow, the fertilizer, or part of it, and receives 
in return half of the crop, which is mostly cotton. Many of these 
croppers work on plantations tmder the supervision of overseers 
and differ but slightly from wage hands, except that their pay is 
a share of the crop. In some legal cases in the South it has been 
held that the status of these croppers is, in fact, that of laborers 
and not of tenants. 

The census of 1920 was the first in which croppers were sepa- 
rately reported, and according to this census there were 561,091 
croppers out of a total number of 1,591,121 tenants in the 
South. If these croppers are eliminated, as is done in Table 17, 
the number of tenants in the South is reduced to 1,030,030 and 
the percentage of tenancy to 38.9, which is still very much higher 
than the rate for the rest of the country (26.6). The plitningtinn 
of the croppers affects the colored farmers and the white farmers 
almost exactly alike, relatively speaking. Among the white 
farmers the percentage of tenancy in the South, which is 38.9, 
including croppers, drops to 32.1 when they are excluded, while 
among the colored the percentage is reduced from 76.2 to 62.8 
by the elimination of the croppers. 

The raising of a very valuable cash crop, the presence of a large 
number of colored farmers, and a fertile soil are conducive to a 
high percentage of tenancy, such as is found in the South. In 
the States where the proportion of Negroes is smaller and where 
agriculture is not so closely related to cotton growing, the per- 
centage of tenants is much lower. This is true of the border 
States — Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, and Kentucky. Florida, 
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which is south of the cotton belt and whose agriculture is de- 
voted chiefly to the production of live stock, fruits, and vegeta- 
bles, also shows a low percentage of tenants. If the States are 
arranged in descending order of percentage of tenancy (see Table 
19), the first nine States are Southern States, and in all of these, 
except North Carolina, the percentage of tenancy is more than 50, 
a proportion which is not reached in any State outside the South. 

Table 17 . — Number and Percentage op Tenants (Including and Excluding 

Southern Croppers), by Color, for the United States and for the South: 

1920. 



United States. 

THE SOX 7 TB. 


ITEM. 

All 

farmers. 
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farmers. 

Colored 

farmers. 



Colored 

farmers. 

Ale FARltCBRS 

61448,343 

5,498,454 

949,889 


a, 283,750 

922,914 

Tenants: 







Nxrmber 

Per cent of all farmers 

2,454,804 

38.1 

1,740,363 

31*7 

7x4,441 

75-2 

j i,59X.X2Z 
' 49-6 

887, 566 

38.9 

703,555 

76. a 

Farmers, exceeding crop- 







pers 

3,887,252 

S, 27 x ,076 

6x6, Z76 

1 2,645,573 

2,056,373 

589, aot 

Tenants, excluding croppers: 







Number 

1,893,713 

X, 512, 98s 

380, 728 

. X, 030, 030 

660, 188 

369,843 

Per cent of farmers 

32. 2 

28. 7 

61.8 

j 38*9 

i ! 

32. 1 

6a. 8 


In the Western States the proportion of tenancy, generally 
speaking, is low. In California the grain and vegetable farms are 
more frequently operated by tenants, while the fruit farms are 
generally operated by their owners. The large ranches in the 
Mountain States are not adapted to tenancy because they involve 
a long period of waiting for returns. 
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TENANCY AND FARM VALUES. 

Even a casual examination of the statistics of tenancy and farm 
values brings out the fact that a high price of farm land per acre 
and a high percentage of tenancy are frequently associated, as in 
the State of Iowa, and that, conversely, areas of low-priced land 
are very often of infrequent tenancy, as in the case of New Hamp- 
shire or Montana. Further, it is a generally accepted theory 
that high-priced land and a high rate of tenancy usually or always 
go together. In explanation of the relationship it is stated that 
the high price of the land (with the consequent difficulty of pur- 
chase), on the one hand, makes tenancy necessary, while the high 
productive value of the land, on the other hand, makes tenancy 
possible, for a farm in order to be rentable must produce sufficient 
income to enable the tenant to pay his rent and make his own living 
besides. In fact, the statement has frequently been made that in 
order to be a tenant farm a farm must be capable of supporting 
two families — that of the tenant and that of the landlord. This 
is an overstatement, to be sure, since few landlords depend for 
their whole income upon the rent of a single farm; but it gives 
effective expression to the idea that a tenant farm must produce 
decidedly more than what is required for the support of the oper- 
ator’s family. 

Two methods of statistical approach to the problem of the 
relation between tenancy and high land values have been found 
available, one which confirms the idea that the correlation above 
mentioned is general and fairly consistent and one which, while 
indicating that the correlation exists in a majority of cases, never- 
theless shows ffiat the number of cases in which high land values 
are coupled with low tenancy percentages, or vice versa, is large 

enough to constitute a substantial and by no means negligible 
minority. 

The first is based upon a special tabulation of selected items 
rom the 1920 farm census for the nine geographic divisions, which 
was desired to show the relation between tenancy and a number 
of other factors. The counties in each division were first arranged 
in descendmg order of percentage of tenancy — that is, of the 
percentage which tenants formed of all farmers. The list of 
counties for each division was then divided into four groups the 
first group comprising the first quarter of the total number of coun- 

S4 
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ties — that is, the quarter having the highest percentage of tenancy; 
the second group, the second quarter; the third group, the third 
quarter; and the fourth group, the last quarter. The results of this 
tabulation are presented in Table i8, the figures shown represent- 
ing aggregates or averages for the comities in each group, regard- 
less of their location within the geographic division. 

Tabl® 18 . — Miscellaneous Farm Data for Counties Grouped According to 
Percentage of Tenancy, by Geographic Divisions, with Figures Also for 
Iowa and Kansas: 1920. 

[Group I in each division comprises the first one-fourth of the counties in the division, arranged in descend- 
ing order of percentage of tenancy; group a the second one-fourth; and so on. Group 1 thus contains the 
counties in which the percentage of farms operated by tenants is highest, and group 4, those in which 
this percentage is lowest.] 
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Table 18.-— Miscellaneous Farm Data for Counties Grouped According to 
Percentage of Tenancy, by Geographic Divisions, with Figures Also for 
Iowa and Kansas: 1920 — Continued. 


IGroup I in each division comprises the first one-fourth of the counties in the division, arranged in descend- 
ing order of percentage of tenancy; group a the second one-fourth; and so on. Group i thus contains the 
counties in which the percentage of farms operated by tenants is highest, and group 4, those in which 
this percentage is lowest.] 
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And with only a few other unimportant exceptions the average 
values show a decrease from group to group for all of the nine 
divisions. Figures worked out in the same way for the counties 
of Iowa and Kansas, taken separately, show similar relations. 

In some cases the correspondence between the tenancy per- 
centage and the value of the land per acre is very close and 
striking. In the East North Central division, for example, in the 
first group of counties, comprising those with a percentage of 
tenancy above 39.1 in 1920, the average value of farm land was 
$179.93 acre; in the second group, with tenancy from 26.6 to 
39.1 per cent, the value was $103.71; in the third group, with 
tenancy from 16.5 to 26.6 per cent, the average value was $60.23; 
and in the fourth group, with tenancy ranging from 0.8 to 16.5 
per cent, the average value of the land per acre was only $47.24. 
In the West North Central division the averages for the four 
groups were, respectively, $142.16, $91.43, $69.91, and $ 35,951 
showing again a rapid and consistent decline, following the 
decline in the percentage of tenancy from group to group. 

Taking the State of Iowa alone, while the difference between 
the values in the first and second groups was not as great as in 
the two divisions just noted, the 1920 figures show a very satis- 
factory trend, as follows; Group 1, $235.18; group 2, $228.21; 
group 3, $185.07; and group 4, $140.46. In Elansas, a State in 
which there is a very wide range in agricultural conditions, while 
the values do not show quite the same regular progression, the 
average for the first group was $69.54, as compared with $40.23 
for the fourth group. 

The results of the tabulation just presented are in the form of 
averages, and, like all averages, they tend to smooth over the 
variations of the individual items within the group. A further 
study of the same statistical data, following a method which puts 
more emphasis upon the correlation of ' the individual units con- 
cerned, indicates that while tenancy generally stands in close 
relation with high land values, the exceptions to this relation are 
rather numerous. In Table 19 the 32 States of the North and 
West and the 16 States of the South are arranged separately in 
descending order of percentage of tenancy, and the four columns 
show, respectively, the percentage of tenancy, its deviation, plus 
or minus, from the average for the total area, the value of farm 
land per acre, and its deviation from the average. 



SB 


FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES 


Table 19 . — Percentage of Farms Operated by Tenants, and Average Vadue 
OF Lantd per Acre, with Deviations from Average, by States, for the 
North and West, and the South: 1920. 
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Massachusetts. . . 

7- 1 

”■ 19- 5 

40.4 

4- 13.8 

54- SO 

— 15.67 

New Hampshire. 

6. 7 

— X9.9 

34-9 

4- 8.3 

64. 43 

“ 5.75 

Maine 

4. 2 

— 22. 4 

33.0 

4- 5*4 

104. 57 

4- 34.40 




29-5 

28.8 

-f" 3. 9 

85.69 

4- 15.53 

The South. . . 

49-6 


95. 6 

— I.O 

35-33 

"■ 34-84 

Georgia 

66.6 

4- 17.0 

24-7 

~ 1.9 

9X.OO 

4- 30.83 

Mississippi 

66. z 

+ 16.5 





South Carolina . . 

64-5 

+ 14-9 

23.0 

- 3-6' 

62. 29 

- 7-88 

Alabama 

57-9 

4- 8. 3 

33.0 

- 3-6 

3Z- 33 

~ 38.95 

Douisiaua 

57- 1 

+ 7-5 

31.9 

— 4-7 

41- Z3 

— 39.05 




21.4 

— S- 2 

94. 77 

4- 34, 60 

Texas 

S3- 3 

+ 3-7 

19.3 

- 7*4 

38. 45 

31-72 

Arkansas 

51-3 

+ 1. 7 





Oklahoma 

51.0 

+ 1.4 

x8.8 

- 7.8 

43-39 

- 96.88 

North Carolina. . 

43-5 

— 6. 1 

18.7 

r 7-s> 

60. 33 

“ 9-95 

I Tennessee 

41- 1 

- 8.5 

18.1 

- 8.S 

36. 98 

— 43.19 




17- 7 

- 8.9 

50.40 

— 19.77 

Delaware 

39-3 

— 10.3 

xS-9 

— 10. 7 

61. 11 

— 9. 06 

Kentucky 

33-4 

— 16.3 





Maryland 

s8. 9 

— 20. 7 

15-5 

— 11. 1 

43. 75 

26.43 

Virginia 

25. 6 

— 34.0 

14-4 

12. 3 

73-09 

4- 2. 92 

; Florida 

25-3 

~ 24.3 

12.5 

- 14-1 

17-86 

“ 52.31 

West Virginia. . . 

x6. 3 

■” 33-4 

12. 3 

— 14.4 

8.04 ■ 

— 62. 13 




II. 6 

- is-o 

19.58 

~ 50-59 




II.3 

- IS- 3 

19-73 

- 50-44 





SECllON A2^D 
STATS. 


The North 
AND West . 


Nebraska 

Illinois 

Iowa 

Kansas 

South Dakota. . 


Indiana 

Ohio 

Missouri 

North Dakota. 
Minnesota 


New Jersey . . . 

Colorado 

Pennsylvania. 
California . ... 
New York.. .. 


Oregon 

Washington. 

Arizona 

Michigan 

Idaho 


Rhode Island. . 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 

New Mexico . . . 

Vermont 

Montana 


AVERAGE VALUE 
OP LAND PER 
ACRE. 


Amount. 


$41. 78 
35. 18 
53-28 
51- 17 

18. 31 
3 X. 09 


Devia- 

tion 

from 

aver- 

age. 


—$38. 39 

— 44*99 

— 16.89 

— 19-00 

— 51-96 
49-08 


35- 20 


35* 98 
35- 37 
53. 08 

31 . 34 
38. 39 

28. 46 
34- 83 

36. 66 
42. 84 
41.40 

44- 59 
48. 62 
54- 6a 
40. 7S 

37. 78 

32. XI 


o. 08 
o. 07 
x6. 88 
— 13.96 
4 - 3.09 

6. 74 
0.38 
X. 46 
7.64 

6. 30 

9. 39 

-h 13-48 

+ 19-43 
5- 55 
4 - 3 * 58 
3.09 


The first sipiificant feature of a table of this kind, considered 
as a general indication of the correlation between the two items 
represented, is the correspondence of the deviations in the two 
CO umns, first, as to agreement of signs — a plus against a plus or 
a mmus against a minus— and, second, as to approximate agree- 
ment in relative magnitude of deviations— a large plus deviation 
m one column agamst a large plus deviation in the other. 
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In this table there are 27 agreements in signs and 5 disagree- 
ments for the 32 States in the North and West; that is, in 27 States 
both percentage of tenancy and price of farm land per acre are 
either above or below the average, while in only 5 States is one 
item above and the other below. There is, therefore, a fairly close 
correlation between tenancy and high land values in these sections, 
which comprise the whole of the United States, exclusive of the 
Southern States. Among the 1 6 Southern States themselves, how- 
ever, there are 10 disagreements as against 6 agreements. That 
is, in almost two-thirds of the Southern States, the percentage of 
tenancy is on one side of the average for the whole South and tiie 
average value of farm land per acre is on the other side. For 
the South, then, this arrangement of the data does not show a very 
close relation between tenancy and high land values. But 
the tenancy of the South differs in other respects also from 
that of the North, mainly because of the effects of the breaking 
up of the old plantation system and because of the large number 
of permanent tenants among the Negroes. Hence we may 
assume that in this area the working out of the normal relation 
between tenancy and land values has so far been overshadowed 
and “swamped” by these other factors. 

Another tabulation of tenancy percentages and land values, with 
their deviations from the average, is presented in Table 20, which 
gives the data for the States of Iowa and Kansas, by counties. 
These States were chosen as typical of those Northern States 
where there is considerable tenancy, the first being a State with 
fairly uniform conditions throughout its area and the second a 
State presenting considerable variations in agricultural conditions. 
This table indicates the correlation between tenancy and high land 
values within a small area, just as Table 19 does for the larger 
areas. 
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Table 20 .— Percentage or Farms Operated by Tenants and Average Value 
OP Land per Acre, with Deviations prom Average, by Counties, por 
Iowa and Kansas; 1920. 



PROPORTION 
OP AX.X, FARMS 

AVERAGE VAI.I 7 E 


OPERATED BY 

OF LAND PER 


TENANTS. 

ACRE. 

STATE AtTD 





COTOJTY. 


Devia- 


Devia- 


Per 

tion 


tion 


cent. 

from 

Amount 

from 



aver- 


aver- 



age. 


age. 

Iowa 

41. 7 


$ 199 - Sa 


Lyoti 

6a. 7 

+ 31.0 

379.30 

+$79. 78 

Osceola 

6a. 4 

-f ao. 7 

333*40 

4 - 33.88 

Dickinson 

58.7 

+ i 7 «o 

193*43 

— 6. 10 

Cherokee 

58. a 

+ 16.5 

273* S 3 

+ 74*01 

Grundy 

58.0 

+ 16.3 

347.71 

4 “ 48.19 

Siou3c 

S 7‘6 

+ IS - 9 

309. 8a 

4-110.30 

Plymouth 

5 M 

+ IS* 4 

237*36 

4 - 38.04 

O’Brien 

S 6.6 

+ 14-9 

a 8 s* 3 S 

4 - 85.83 

Calhoun 

56.3 

+ 14. s 

285. 08 

4 * 85.56 

Ida 

56.1 

+ 14.4 

370. S 3 

4 - 71.01 

Palo Alto 

S 4‘3 

+ 13.6 

303.96 

4 * 4.44 

Greene 

54-0 

+ ia.3 

271.46 

4 “ 71.94 

Franklin 

53-5 

+ 11.8 

203.49 

4 - 3,97 

Wright 

53-3 

+ II. 6 

330.06 

4 - 20.54 

Emmet 

S 3-1 

•+* II. 4 

aoo.oo 

4 - 0.48 

Sac 

Sa.Q 

+ II. a 

303.39 

4-104.07 

Kossuth 

SI - 5 

+ 9*8 

303 . 93 

4 - 3.40 

Clay 

51- 5 

+ 9*8 

218.4s 

4 - 18.93 

Butler 

51-3 

+ 9.6 

174*19 

““ 35*33 

Buena Vista 

51*3 

+ 9.6 

377. 76 

4 - 78.24 

Hancock 

SI. a 

+ 9-5 

190.46 

— 9.06 

Cerro Gordo 

SI. a 

+ 9 *S 

187.47 

— 13.05 

Monona 

50.8 

+ 9-1 

165*45 

~ 34.07 

Woodbury 

50.0 

+ 8.3 

305.87 

4 - 6.35 

Hardin 

49.9 

+ 8.a 

334.97 

4 - 35.45 

Story 

49.7 

+ 8.0 

379. 63 

4 - 80.11 

Pocahontas 

49*6 

+ 7.9 

357.33 

4 - 57*70 

Carroll 

49.1 

+ 7.4 

363. 33 

•f 63. 71 

Webster 

47.9 

4 * 6.3 

347.67 

4 - 48.15 

Floyd 

46. S 

+ S*i 

169.91 

— 29.61 

Hamilton * 

46.6 

+ 4.9 

333. 74 

4 " 53.22 

Humboldt 

46.5 

4 * 4.8 

356. s8 

“H 56.76 

Mills 

46.4 

+ 4*7 

332. 71 

4 - 33*19 

Benton 

46.3 

4 ^ 4.6 

335.86 

4 " 36.34 

Marshall, ....... 

46*1 

4- 4*4 

343*75 

4 * 44*33 


STATE AND 
COUNTY. 

.PROPORTION 
OF ALL FARMS 
OPEI^TED BY 
TENANTS. 

AVERAGE VALVE 
OF LAND PER 
ACRE. 

Per 

cent. 

Devia- 

tion 

from 

aver- 

age. 

Amount 

Devia- 
tion 
. from 
aver- 
age. 

Iowa— C on. 






Dallas 

46. 1 

+ 

4.4 

$234. 63 

+$ 3 S* 11 

Adair 

46.0 


4.3 

187. 59 

— 11*93 

Boone 

45*9 

- 4 - 

4.3 

245. 96 

+ 46.44 

Pottawattamie. . 

45*8 


4.1 

224. 67 

+ 35,15 

Crawford 

4 S *3 


3.6 

228. XO 

+ 38.58 

Blade Hawk,. . 

45*3 

+ 

3.6 

209.00 

+ 9.48 

Scott 

44.7 


3.0 

203. 47 

+ 3*93 

Shelby 

44*4 

+ 

2.7 

279. 61 

•+■ 80.09 

Fremont 

44*1 

•+ 

2.4 

208.3s 

+ 8.83 

Budbanan , , 

43*1 

+ 

1.4 

IS 7 * 93 

— 41.38 

Tama 

43*0 

+ 

1.3 

222. 03 

■f 33.51 

Montgomery. . . . 

43.8 

-f 

x.x 

231. 68 

+ 33.16 

Guthrie 

43.7 

-f- 

x.o 

195 * 08 

— 4*44 

Polk 

43.6 

+ 

0.9 

251.80 

+ 33.38 

Harrison 

42.5 

4 - 

0.8 

185.32 

— 14*20 

Winnebago 

42.3 

+ 

0.6 

166.88 

— 32.64 

Cass 

43 . 3 

+ 

0.5 

336. 35 

+ 36.73 

Worth 

43.0 

+ 

0.3 

153. aS 

— 47.34 

Poweshiek 

41.3 

— 

0.5 

344.23 

+ 44*71 

Cedar 

41. 1 

— 

0.6 

331. 04 

-f 31.33 

Muscatine 

40.7 

— 

x.o 

205. 55 

+ 6.03 

Delaware 

40. X 

— 

1.6 

134 * 16 

— 45.36 

Union 

40.1 

— 

1. 6 

148. 49 

— 51.03 

Jasper 

40.0 

— 

1.7 

234.37 

•+■ 24.85 

Audubon 

39*3 

— 

2.4 

330.31 

+ 30.79 

Clarke 

39.0 


2.7 

140. 31 

— 59*31 

Clinton 

39.0 

— 

2.7 

170.40 

— 29 . 13 

Howard 

37*9 

— 

3.8 

113.46 

— 84.06 

Adams 

37.9 

— 

3.8 

168. 39 ■ 

— 31.33 

Marion 

37.8 

— 

3.9 

173.4s ■ 

- 37.07 

Page 

37.3 

— 

4.5 

337.69 ■ 

+• 38. 17 

Mahaska 

37.1 

- 

4.6 

215.70 • 

-f- 16. 18 

Fayette 

36.9 

- 

4. 8 

140. 92 • 

— 58.60 

Douisa 

36.3 


5*4 

181. 97 • 

“ 17* SS 

Thm 

36.3 

- 

S-S 

193.33 • 

— 6. 20 
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Table 20. — Percentage op Farms Operated by Tenants and Average Valce 
OP Land per Acre, with Deviations prom Average, by Counties, for 
Iowa and Kansas: 1920 — Continued. 



PROPORTION 
OF AEL FARMS 
OPERATED BY 
TENANTS. 

AVERAGE VALUE 
OF LAND PER 
ACRE. 


PROPORTIO.V 

OF ALL FARMS 
OPERATED BY 
TENANTS. 

AVXRAOE VAtUE 
OF L \XD PEK 
AtKIS 

STATE AND 



1 



STATE AND 






COUNTY. 

Per 

cent. 

Devia- 

tion 

from 

aver- 

age. 

Amount 

Devia- 

tion 

from 

aver- 

age 

COUNTY. 

Per 

cent. 

Devia- 

tion 

from 

aver- 

age. 


Devia- 

tion 

from 

aver- 

age. 

Iowa — C on. 






Kansas — C on. 






Iowa 

36. r 

- 

S-6 

$t 93 - IS 

— $6.37 

Bliowa 

49.3 

4 " 

8.8 

l 43 * 37 

-$I2. 13 

Chickasaw 

35-9 

— 

S-8 

134 49 

— 65.03 ! 

Pratt 

49.0 

+ 

8.6 

66. 38 

4 - 11.88 

Taylor 

35*8 

— 

5*9 

1S2. zr 

- 17.41 

Sedgwick 

48.9 

-I- 

8.5 

9S. 21 

T- 4.3. 72 

Mitchell 

35-6 

— 

6. z 

ISS-SS 

— 43-97 

Barton 

48.7 

4 - 

8.3 

6.5.44 

4 - 13.04 

Madison 

35 - S 

— 

6. 3 

178. 76 

— 30 . 76 

Ford 

48. 7 

4 - 

8.3 

40. 70 

- 13. So 

Warren 

3 S -3 

— 

6.4 

167. 68 

— 31-84 

Stafford 

48.3 

4 - 

7.8 

71.13 

16.63 

Wapello 

35-3 

— 

6.S 

167. 37 

— 33.35 

Ottawa 

48.1 

4 - 

7.7 

63.19 

4 - S.69 

Jones 

34-6 

— 

7.1 

z66. 8z 

— 33.71 

Mitchell 

47.6 

4 - 

7*2 

63. 30 

4 - 7. 70 

Wayne 

34-1 

— 

7.6 

I 4 «- 38 

— 57-14 

Cloud 

47.4 

4. 

7.0 

69. 53 

4 - 15.03 

Bremer 

34*0 

— 

7-7 

133-49 

— 66.03 

McPherson 

47.0 

4 - 

6.6 

97.60 

4 - 43. 10 

Henry 

33 - S 

— 

8.3 

194 - 23 

— 5.30 

Cherokee 

46.9 

4 - 

6-5 

61.34 

-r 6. 84 

Washington 

33-3 

— 

8.4 

321 . 6 s 

4 - 33.13 

Rice 

46.9 

4 - 

6.5 

80. 17 

4 - 35. 67 

Decatur 

33. 9 

— 

9 *S 

194- 45 

— 75-07 

Clay 

45*5 

4 - 

5. 1 

74 91 

4 “ 20. 4t 

Ringgold 

31.9 

— 

9.8 

Z39. 37 

— 70.35 

Rush 

45*3 

4. 

4.9 

45*03 

— 9.47 

Keokuk 

31.7 

— 

10.0 

194 - 70 

— 4. 83 

Barber 

45.3 

4 - 

4.8 

33. 19 

— 21. 3Z 

Lucas 

31.9 

— 

10.5 

I 2 S- 9 S 

— 73*57 

Brown 

44.7 

4 " 

4.3 

179.52 

4-Z25.03 

Jefferson 

30.4 


11.3 

162. 87 

— 36.6s 

Marshall 

44.4 

4 - 

4.0 

98. 98 

4 - 44*48 

Lee 

39.5 

— 

13 . 3 

1 x 3.79 

— 80.73 

Kingman 

44.2 

+ 

3-8 

54. 46 

— 0.04 

Johnson 

39.3 


13-4 

Z 93 - 16 

- 6.36 

Republic 

44.2 

4 - 

3-8 

82. 67 

4 - sS. 17 

Des Moines 

38 . 9 


13.8 

Z70.89 

— 38.63 

Haskell 

44.1 

4 - 

3.7 

zS.46 

— 36.04 

Monroe 

38.5 

— 

13*3 

ZOO. 8z 

— 98. 71 

■ Edwards 

43*9 

4 - 

3 -S 

SI. 15 

- 3-35 

Clayton 

98.1 

— 

13.6 

iz 6 . 63 

— S3.90 

j Reno 

43.6 

14 - 

3.3 

79.96 

4 - 35.46 

Van Buren 

96.3 

— 

IS - 4 

ZZS.64 

- 83.88 

' Marion 

43.4 

4 - 

3-0 

83. 36 

4 - 3S. 76 

Jackson i 

26.0 


IS - 7 

III. 39 

— 88. 33 

Comanche 

43 -* 

14 - 

3.8 

34*03 

— 20.48 

Winneshiek 

24. S 

— 

16.9 

115.34 

— 84. 18 

Clark 

43.1 

4 - 

3.7 

25 - 73 

— 2S. 77 

Davis 

24.3 


17-4 

Z03. 64 

- 95-88 

Gray 

43.0 

4. 

2.6 

34. 8 s 

— 39.65 

Appanoose 

23.8 

— 

17.9 

107 - 7 S 

— 9Z.77 

Wilson 

43.7 

4- 

2*3 

1 51.91 

— 2.59 

Dubuque 

31.9 

— 

19* 3 

Z 3 Z .89 

- 77-63 

Allen 

42.5 

4 - 

3 .Z 

59-58 

4 - s-oS 

Allamakee .... 

20. 5 

- 

31 . z 

87. 39 

— ZI 3. 33 i 

i Scott 

42.3 

-f 

1.9 

' 19. 04 

- 35-46 







1 Woodson 

41*9 

4 - 

1-5 

, 47 " 46 

— 7. 04 

Kansas. . . . . 

40* 4 



54 * SO 













I 


1 , 


1 1 S.S. 2 z 

4 - 

Sumner 

S 3-0 

+ 

12.6 

1 7 S- 6 s 

-r 31 . IS ' 

' Washington 

1 41.6 

1 + 

1 . 3 

1.3 

ji 72.50 

■T* 33 - 73 
-f- iS. 00 

Pawnee 

51*4 

+ 

xt.o 

1 61.36 

-f 6. 76 

1 Chautauqua 

j 41-6 

4. 

X. 3 

ll 31.34 

33. i6 

Harvey 

50.4 

1 + 

10. 0 

1 89. 48 

4 34.98 

Ellsworth 

41*4 

-r 

1.0 

|i 54-93 

r 0.43 

Butler 

49-4 

-h 

9-0 

: si-sS 

— 2.93 

! Sheridan 

41.3 

!+ 

0.9 

1 

— a8. x6 

Harper 

49 * a 

1 + 

8.8 

1 59.19 

4 4.69 i 



i 

1 


!l 




FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 20.— Percentage of Farms Operated by Tenants and Average Value 
OF Lamb per Acre, with Deviations from Average, by Counties, for 
Iowa and Kansas: 1920 — Continued. 


PROPORTION' 
OP AIXPARMS 
OPERATED BY 
TENANTS. 


STATE AND 
COtfNTy, 


average value 

OP LAND PER 
ACRE. 


Devia- 

tion 

Amount, from 
aver- 
age. 


STATE AND 
COUNTY. 


PROPORTION 
OP ALL PAI^S 
OPERATED BY 
TENANTS. 


average VALUE 
OP LAND PER 
ACRE. 


Devia- Devia- 
tion tton 

from Amount, from 
aver- aver- 
age. age. 


KANSAS~-Ccin. I 

Cowley 41-3 + 0‘9 I 

Neosho 41-3 + 0*8 U 

Jewell 41 * » + 0*8 

Greenwood - 40-8 + 0*4 

Crawford 40-8 + 0.4 


Chase 

Smith 

Nemaha. 
Russell. . . 
Osborne.. 


40. 7 + 0. 3 
40. 6 + o* 2 
40. s + o. I 
40. 4 — 0.0 
40. 4 + 0.0 


Graham 40. 3 

Norton 40.0 — 

Rooks 39-7 *“ 

Seward 39-4 *“ 

Elk 39* r — 


Kansas — C on. 

$61.09 + $6.59 3S-9 ~ 4-S 

56.11 + i.6r Hodgeman 35- 9 - 4-5 

62.33 + 7- 8a Atchison 35*9 4*S 

45.76 — 8.74 Douglas 34*4 — 6.0 

57.9a + 3.43 Wyandotte 34-3 ““ 6.1 

59.83 + 5-32 34-2 - 6.3 

58.53 + 4-03 Finney 34- o — 6.4 

114.4a + 59.92 Pottawatomie 33*8 — 6.6 

41.76 — 12.74 Riley 33*7 “ 6.7 

44.04 -“ 10.46 Geary 33* 2 “ 7*2 


as. 17 — 39.33 
34‘67 — 19*83 
38.37 — 16.13 
31-35 33- xs 

39,54 — 14.96 


Meade 32.9 

Franklin 32*9 

Ness 32.7 

Gove 32.5 

Shawnee 32.3 


$36. 45 --$38. os 
35*06 — 39.44 
123.77 + 68.37 
91. Sa + 37*32 
178.86 4 - 124. 36 

54 * 25 — o. 35 
19.60 — 34.90 
64.31 + 9.81 
67. 24 -I- 12. 74 
59*85 + 5- 35 

23*36 — 31*14 

72. 66 •+■ 18. 16 
27. 60 — 26. 90 
18.88 — 35* 6a 
102. 65 -h 48. IS 


Coffey 39*1 ^ 

Thomas 38. 8 — 

Morris 38.8 - 

Phillips 38.6 - 

Doniphan 38. 6 — 


58.67 + 4*17 

26.84 27.66 

67.33 + 12*83 
41. 80 — 12. 70 
140.88 4* 86.38 


I^eaven worth . ... 32. a — 8. 2 89. 23 4- 34* 73 

Osage 30.4 — 10.0 61.83 4- 7*33 

Rawlins 29*8 — 10.6 28.58 — 25.92 

Sherman 29. 6 — 10. 8 24. 40 — 30. 10 

Jefferson 28.8 — 11.6 92.21 4-37*71 


Dickinson 38*5 ““ ^*9 

Eabette 38.4 — a*® 

Stevens 38.3 2.1 

Montgomery — 38*2 — 2.2 

Anderson 38-0 — 2.4 


96.63 4- 42.13 Kearny aS. 7 — 11.7 

55*33 4- 0.83 Hamilton 28.2 — 12. 2 j 

35.85 — 28.65 -Ellis 27.6 — 12.8 

52.13 — a. 37 Wichita 27*2 — 13*2 

57.01 4- 2.51 Cheyenne 26.7 —13*7 


18. 55 — 35*95 
11.97 — 42*53 
36.88 — 17.6a 
14.18 — 40.3a 
33. 24 — 31. 26 


Lincoln . . 

Lane 

Bourbon. 
Jackson. . 


37*9 — 2.5 

37.8 — 2.6 

37*5 — 2*9 

36.9 — 3*5 
36.5 — 3*9 


54. 47 — o, 03 
20.84 — 33.66 
58. 67 4- 4* 17 
84. 73 4" 30* 23 
54. 63 4- o. 13 


Wallace 25.5 — 14*9 

Horton 20. 7 — 19, 7 

Grant 20.6 — 19. 8 

Greeley 20.3 — 20.1 


16.17 — 38*33 
16.80 — 37*70 
16.00 — 38.50 
13*93 — 40*57 
17*39 — 37*11 


Johnson 36*4 “ 4*o 

Lyon 36*2 4*2 

Miami 36.0 — 4*4 

Logan 35*9 “• 4*5 

Decatur 35*9 “ 4*5 ! 


130.97 4* 76*47 
68.40 4- 13.90 
75*07 4 - 20.57 
14.08 — 40.42 
29.66 24.84 
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Of the 99 counties in Iowa 79 show both percentage of tenancy 
and value of farm land per acre either above or below the average 
for the State, while 20 counties show one of these items above 
and one below. In this State, therefore, where agricultural condi- 
tions are relatively uniform, the comparison of the individual 
county figures shows a considerable degree of correlation. In 
Kansas, however, where there is a great variation in agricultural 
conditions, the correlation is not so close. Out of the 105 counties 
in this State only 64 show both percentage of tenancy and value 
of farm land on the same side of the State average, while 41 
counties show a plus variation for one item and a minus variation 
for the other. And in a number of cases the disagreement is con- 
siderable; that is, a very high percentage of tenancy is found in 
connection with a very low land value, or vice versa. We may 
conclude, then, that the correlation is fairly close within limited 
areas where general conditions are relatively uniform, but that 
for larger areas, and especially for areas where conditions vary in 
many important respects, the correlation is less evident. 

The price or value of farm land per acre is based, in large part 
at least, on the productivity of the land. Some interest attaches, 
therefore, to a tabulation which was made for a number of indi- 
vidual States on the basis of the 1910 census figures, in which the 
average value of farm products per acre was compared with the 
percentage of tenancy. The coimties were arranged in descending 
order of average value per acre and divided into four groups from 
the top, somewhat as in Table 18. The results of this tabulation 
are presented in Table 21, which shows that for the four States 
included (Illinois, Ohio, Peimsylvania, and South Carolma) the 
percentage of tenancy diminished directly with the average value 
of farm products per acre. 

In Illinois, the percentage of tenancy in group i , with products 
valued at $12.55 per acre, was 50.1; in group 2, with products 
valued at $9.98 per acre, 45.5 per cent of the farms were operated 
by tenants; in group 3, with products valued at $8.03 per acre, 
the tenancy percentage was 38.9; and in group 4, with products 
valued at $5.77 per acre, the tenancy percentage was only 29.6. 
In Ohio, the tenancy percentages for the four groups were, re- 
spectively, 34.5, 33.3, 26.8, and 18; in Pennsylvania, 31.9, 22.7, 
18, and 14.4; and in South Carolina, 69.3, 67.4, 66.1, and 43.1. 
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Tabi,b 21. — Vabub op F.ARM Products per Acre and Percentage op Tenancy, 
FOR Counties in Four States, Grouped According to Value op Products 
PER Acre: lyio. 


STATe AND GROUP, 

Average 
value 
of farm 
products 
per 
acre. 

Per cent 
of ail 
farms 
operated 
by 

tenants. 

STAte AND GROUP. 

Average 
value 
of farm 
products 
per 
acre. 

Per cent 
of all 
farms 
operated 
by 

tenants. 

Il,UNOiS: 



PBNNSYI, VANIA; 






Group I 

$14. 7x 

3T 9 


0. 


Group 3 

8* 17 ' 

Q'S- •r 

s > , • < ...... 

y. yo 

S. 03 

3S> 9 

Group 3 

6. 39 ^ 

18- 0 

Group 4 

S* 77 

29 * 6 

Group 4 

4-79 

14.4 

Ohio; 



South Carolina. 

i 


Group I 

12.33 

34 - S 

Group 1 

13. 18 

69-3 

•» . ....... 

10.39 

33 * 3 

Group 3 

io» X4 

67 4 

Group 3. 

S.sr 

26.8 

Group 3 

8* 05 

66. 1 


S -47 

iS. 0 

Group 4 

S-S8 

“1 - ... 





The relationship existing between the quality of agricultural 
land and the percentage of tenancy is illustrated by the maps 
below, which show for four counties in Pennsylvania the general 
character of the soil and the percentage of tenancy in 1910. The 
soils are arranged in ascending order of quality from Volusia, 
which is represented by dots, to Hagerstown, which is represented 
by heavy, black squares. A comparison of the soil map with the 
tenancy map shows in general a correspondence between the 
lighter and the darker areas, the lighter areas representing poorer 

Fig. 8. — Relation Between Quality op Soil and Percentage op Tenancy; 

Monroe, Northampton, Lehigh, and Carbon Counties, Pa. 
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soils and small percentages of tenancy, while the darker represent 
better soils and larger percentages of tenancy. This supports 
the view that tenants are likely to lease farms situated on better 
land, while the farms on poorer soil are more likely to be operated 
by their owners. 

RELATION BETWEEN RENT RAID AND VALUE OP FARMS RENTED. 

While the primary object of this study of the relation between 
tenancy and land values has been to discover to what extent high 
land values might be considered in any sense a cause for a high 
percentage of tenancy among farm operators, the possibility that 
tenancy might be one of the causes of high prices for land should 
not be overlooked. As an indication of the returns to landlords 
from the rental of tenant farms, there is available an interesting 
tabulation made by the Department of Agriculture on the basis 
of the 1920 census figures, which shows the percentage return on 
capital invested in farms rented for cash in a number of States. 
This tabulation covered 567 counties, located for the most part 
in those States where cash tenancy is important, and including 
32.9 per cent of all cash-tenant farms in the country. It was 
therefore sufficiently extensive to be accepted as representative. 
The results of this tabulation ‘ are presented in Table 22. 

These representative figures show that the average return on 
the farm valuation, where the farm was rented for cash, was 3.54 
per cent. The lowest rates are shown for South Dakota (2.52), 
Nebraska (2.59), Minnesota (2.86), Iowa (2.88), and Illinois (2.97). 
In these important agricultural States rents are so low that to 
buy a farm is almost a business blunder, as well as a difficult 
imdertaking; for where the purchase price represents a capitaliza- 
tion at so low a rate, the purchaser can have little hope of deriv- 
ing a reasonable profit on his investment if he buys the farm. 

Throughout the North and West, and especially in the com 
belt, a considerable proportion of the tenants — perhaps as high as 
40 per cent in some States — are relatives (most frequently sons 
or sons-in-law) of the landlord, and for this reason may rent the 
farm on especially favorable terms. Hence the very low rates 
for some of the Northern States can not be taken to represent 

1 See Hearines before the Subcotmnittee of the House Committee on Ai>proprmtions, in charge of the 
asticultural appropriation bill for 1933, 67th Congress, second session, p. 592. The figures are further 
discussed in Department of Agriculture Bulletin 1334, Relation of hand Income to hand Valuer by 
C. K. Chambers. 

50687^—24 5 
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exactly the amount of return on rented land under competitive 
conditions. 

The highest rates of return are shown for the Southern States, 
where land values are relatively low and where cotton farmers pay 
high rents. In 1920 cotton prices were high and were no doubt 
reflected in the rents, while the translation of these prices into land 
values would be a slower process, even if the high prices were 
maintained. 

Tabw 22.— PgRCBNTAGB Which Cash Rbnt Formed or Value op Rented 
Farms (Land and Buildings) in Selected Counties, by States: 1920. 

[Column 1 shcms the number of counties covered by the investigation and column 2 the percentage which 
the cash-tenant farms in these counties represented of all cash-tenant farms in the area.] 


STAT8. 


Num- 
ber of 
coun- 
ties in- 
cluded. 


Percent- 
age of 
all cash- 
tenant 
farms 
included. 


Percent- 
age cash 
rent was 
of farm 
valua- 
tion. 


STATS. 


Num- 
ber of 
coun- 
ties in- 
cluded. 


Percent- 
age of 
all cash- 
tenant 
farms 
included. 


Percent- 
age cash 
rent was 
of farm 
valua- 
tion. 


United States... 

Vermont 

Massachusetts 

New York 

Pennsylvania 


567 


5 

6 
13 

9 


32-9 


40.x 

38.9 

26.7 

10.3 


3-54 


4.9a 

4.29 

4*91 

3.68 


Virginia 

North Carolina, 
South Carolina. 
Georgia 

Zentucky 

Tennessee 


Ohio 

Indiana. . 
lUinois. . . 
Michigan. 

Wisconsin 

Minnesota 

Iowa 

Missouri.. 


34 

46*3 

z8 

2S«0 

42 

43-6 

10 

22.4 

8 

18.9 

43 

58.6 

44 

SO* I 

as 

23.2 


3-66 

3.88 
a- 97 
3‘93 

3-63 

2,86 

2.88 
3'3S 


Alabama... 

Mississippi. 

Arkansas.. 

Louisiana. 

Oklahoma. 

Texas 

Idaho 

Colorado. . 


a X.2 4.56 


7 

4 

32 


13* S 
6.3 
s6.o 


6.03 

7-63 

6.94 


X2 

7 

19 

18 

IS 


9.2 

16.4 

49*8 

48.9 

50.6 


4-47 
6.91 
5. 80 
10.04 
10. 66 


II 

as 

3S 

17 

IS 


II. 0 
40.0 
20.4 
SO. 9 
35- 3 


7. 09 

4.81 

4.89 

6.33 

5*31 


North Dakota. 
South Dakota. 

Nebraska 




6 15.2 

9 37-7 

23 41*9 

91 33.4 


3. 14 
2. 52 
2-59 


Arizona 

Washington. 
Oregon 


3.36 


California 


I 

S 

XI 

IS 


43.6 

23.0 

48.4 

36.9 


8.37 
4. ox 
3*37 
4.46 








VII. 


TENANCY AND THE SPECULATIVE ELEMENT IN LAND 

OWNERSHIP. 

There is usually a close relation between the rise in the value of 
farm land and the percentage of tenancy. Wherever land increases 
rapidly in value the owners are inclined to hold their land in order 
to realize the profit; and since they depend for part of their returns 
on the rise in value they can afford to rent their land at a com- 
paratively low rate. In their eagerness to make the land pay some- 
thing while they hold it for a higher price the owners underbid 
each other in the matter of rent, but they will not sell. Thus, it 
becomes diflScult for the tenant to buy, since the purchase price 
is high, and at the same time it becomes profitable for him to keep 
on renting, since the rent is low. 

The data in Table i8 show a general correspondence between the 
percentage of tenancy and the increase in the value of land per 
acre. Take, for instance, the East North Central and the West 
North Central divisions, which together comprise the com belt. 
For the West North Central division, in the group showing the 
highest percentage of tenancy, the average value of land per acre 
rose 123.6 per cent during the decade; in the second group, 98.2 
per cent; in the third group, 85.5 per cent; and in the fourth 
group, 6 1. 1 per cent. In the East North Central division the cor- 
respondence is nearly as close, the percentages being, respectively^ 
74.7, 65.1, 57, and 61.7. The difference is just as pronotmced in 
the Southern States but not so clear in the Mountain States or in 
the Pacific States, where local conditions, such as irrigation, the 
opening up of new land, mostly of poor quality, etc., constitute 
disturbing factors. 

Where the value of farm land is high, a longer time is required for 
the tenant to accumulate the capital necessary for making the first 
payment on a farm. Further, where the value of land is increasing, 
there is a tendency to capitalize the annual rate of increase in 
establishing the price at which the land is held. Where this condi- 
tion exists, it becomes exceedingly difficult for the man who buys 
a farm on deferred payments to succeed. He must not only make 
the farm produce a living for himself and family, but he must 
make it pay interest on a purchase price based partly on rental 

67 
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value and partly on an expected annual increase in valuation, in 
addition to saving enough to pay off at least a part of his mortgage. 

This matter may be illustrated by the results of a survey made 
in 19x4 by the Office of Farm Management of the United States 
Department of Agriculture, in Ellis County, Tex. The average 
value of the land in the farms included in this survey was $139 per 
acre. The rental income from this land amounted to 3.7 per cent 
of this valuation. The rate of interest on borrowed capital in this 
section averaged about 8 per cent, but those owning land were 
usually content to accept a smaller income on their investment in 
the land. They were justified in this because of the greater 
security of the investment and the other advantages that arise 
from land ownership, in particular the expectation of an increase in 
the value of the land. If we assume that 5 per cent was a satis- 
factory income for real estate investments in this region, while the 
rental income was only 3.7 per cent, then the price of the land 
included the capitalization of an annual increase in value amount- 
ing to 1.3 per cent; that is, the man who bought this land at the 
average price of $139 per acre looked to the direct income from 
his investment in the form of rent for a return of 3.7 per cent and 
to the annual increase in value for 1.3 per cent. As a matter of 
fact, the increase in the value of land in Ellis County in recent 
years has been at a higher rate than i .3 per cent per year. This 
shows that only part of the expected rise in value is capitalized, 
but this part is sufficient to discourage the purchase of land by 
farmers of limited means, and thus to encourage tenancy in the 
States where farm values have been rising rapidly. 

The speculative element in land ownership is therefore directly 
responsible for the high and increasing proportion of farms 
operated by tenants in many localities. It is also directly 
responsible in large measure for the short-term tenure, which is 
in turn accountable for most of the undesirable features in 
American farm tenancy. As long as the owner of a rented farm 
is holding his land either primarily or incidentally for the sake of 
selling it at a higher price, so long will he be unwilling either to 
give a long-term lease or to make any positive agreement with 
regard to the renewal of a lease running from year to year; for 
in order to realize his speculative profit he must be in a position 
to sell the farm on short notice when offered an attractive price. 

This factor, of course, operates also to make the owner-operator 
less likelv to remain a long time on the same fanu. While there 
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is some disadvantage in this from the point of view of good 
agriculture, it is much less serious with the owner, since any 
improvements which he makes on his farm add to its selling 
value, while improvements made by the tenant add nothing to 
his financial interest so long as he has no assurance of staying on 
the farm long enough to make a profitable use of the improvements. 
In fact, the more the tenant improves the farm the more likely 
it is to be sold, with the consequent loss to him of his improvements 
and the inconvenience and economic loss attendant upon removal 
and the establishment of his business on another farm. 

Many farms have been leased in recent years, as shown in 
Table 22, for a cash rental amounting to less than a fair rate of 
interest on the market price of the land. Such a rental must be 
explained, of course, either by the speculative advantage in holding 
the land or by some other advantage, economic or social, accruing 
to the landowner. Up to the year 1920 the increase in the value 
of the land possibly constituted a sufiScient advantage. Since 
that time the value of farm land in many localities has declined, 
and the present indications are that the very rapid increase which 
prevailed from 1 900 to 1 920 is not likely to be experienced again. 

If the price of farm land should remain stationary or should 
commence a period of slow decline (there seems to be no likeli- 
hood of a rapid decline) running over a period of years, then the 
advantage in farm ownership which depended on the continued 
increase in the value of the land would disappear; and, further, 
with the disappearance of the chance for speculative profit in 
owning farm land would disappear one of the principal reasons for 
landowners insisting on short-time leases. In fact, if there were 
a downward tendency in farm-land prices it would be to the 
advantage of the landlord to obtain a lease contract running over 
a long period of years, since he might thereby obtain a higher 
rental than he could obtain by making a new lease each year. 

As already stated, there are two ways in which a man without 
sufficient fimds to purchase the land outright may obtain the use 
of land for farming purposes. He may hire the land, either for a 
fixed rental or for a share in the products, in which case the land- 
lord takes all the risk of possible changes in the value of the land, 
both the chances of gain from an increase in land values and the 
chances of loss from a decrease in land values; or he may pur- 
chase the land, paying a small amount of cash down and assuming 
a mortgage for the greater part of the purchase price, in which 
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case he must assume all the risk of loss from falling land prices 
together with the chances of gain from rising land prices. So 
long as there was a practical assurance of continued increase in 
farm-land prices the method of purchase subject to mortgage was 
the more attractive to an enterprising young farmer, and the 
enormous increase in the amount of the farm mortgage debt from 
1910 to 1920 ^ was probably due largely to such purchases. 

On the other hand, if there were no assurance of higher land 
prices, and especially if land prices were likely to decline, the 
method of hiring land would appear in a more favorable light. 
Under this plan the young farmer would be a farmer pure and 
simple, instead of partly a farmer and partly a speculator in land. 
This elimination of the speculative idea might be profitable, even 
at a time when the chances of gain were greater than the dangers 
of loss; for after a man has once or twice made by speculation a 
sum greater than he would be able to make by a year’s diligent 
labor, he is no longer as willing to devote himself to the actual 
work of farming as he would be if he had never had a taste of the 
profits of speculation. If, therefore, the speculative element 
could be removed from American agriculture, then the whole 
industry would be greatly stabilized and one of the principal causes 
of short-term tenancy would be removed. 

The speculative element will persist, in all probability, so long as 
land values are increasing. And even with a gradual decline in the 
general price level the price of farm land may not decline, since the 
supply of desirable land is limited. If there should be a general 
and continued decline in farm values, however, a new element 
would be brought into the situation. One effect of such a move- 
ment would probably be to force many recent purchasers who had 
bought subject to a heavy mortgage to give up ownership, just as a 
similar movement operated in England between 1875 and 1895. 
Such an experience would bring into the foreground the disad- 
vantage or danger of the speculative element in land ownership 
and would doubtless result in an increase in farm tenancy. After 
the time of stress was over, however, the country might find itself 
with a type of tenancy very much better than that which it 
now has. 


^ The debt on fully owned farms (excluding those operated by part owners, managers, and tenants) 
was $4,003,767,198 in 1920, as compared with $1,726,172,851 in 1910; the total debt on all farms has been 
estimated at $7,857,700,000 lor 1920, as compared with an estimate of $3,320,470,000 for 19x0. 



VIII. 

RACE AND NATIVITY OF FARM TENANTS. 

Among the factors affecting the percentage of tenancy in the 
United States none is more important than the racial composition 
of the farming population. Table 23 shows the number of owners, 
managers, and tenants and the percentage of tenancy for the prin- 
cipal color and nativity classes, together with the acreage of land 
and of improved land operated by each class, distributed by tenure. 

Table 23 .— Farms and Farm Acreage in the United St.vtes, by Color, 
Nativity, and Tenure or Farmer: 1920. 

[Number of farms, by divisions and States, in Table 62.] 


COI,OR AND NATIVTCY. 

All farms. 

Fi 

Owners. 

VRMS OPERAT 

Managers. 

BD BY— 

Tenants. 

Number or 
amount. 

Per cent 
of total. 

NUMBER OF FARMS. 






All farmers 

6,448,343 

3,925,090 

68,449 

2,454,804 

38.1 

White farmers 

Si 498,434 

3,691,868 

66,223 

1,740,363 

3X.7 

Native 1 

4> 91 7, 386 

3,227,521 

59,035 

1,630,830 

33-2 

Foreign bom 

581,068 

464,347 

7 ,j88 

109,533 

1S.9 

Colored farmers 

949,889 

233,222 

2,226 

714,441 

75-2 

ACREAGE OF AI,!, EAND IN FARMS. 






All farmers 

955,883,7x5 

636,775,015 

54, 129, 157 

264,979,543 

27-7 

White farmers 

910,939,194 

620,070,823 

53,653,478 

237,214,893 

26.0 

Native ^ 

799,767,149 

534,507,308 

48,956,294 

216,303,547 

27-0 

Foreign bom 

ziz, 172,045 

85,563,5x5 

4,697,184 

20,911.346 

zS.8 

Colored farmers 

44,944,5« 

16,704, 192 

475,679 

27.764,650 

61.8 

ACREAGE OF IMPROVED LAND IN 






FARMS. 






All farmers 

503,073,007 

314,107,483 

13,210,999 

175,754,525 

34-9 

White farmers 

473,774,566 

306,029, 220 

X3, 009, 436 

XS4«735,9lO 

32*7 

Native ^ 

411,266,350 

259,480,553 

11,674,897 

X40, 1x0,900 

34-1 

Foreign bora 

62,508,216 

46,548,667 

X,334, 539 

14,625,010 

23.4 

Colored farmers 

29, 298,441 

8,078.263 

201. 563 

21,018,615 

71-7 


I Includes fanners with country of birth not reported. 


Ihe average of 38.1 per cent of tenancy among all farmers in 
1 920 is the resultant of an average of 3 1 .7 per cent for white farmers 

n 
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and an average of 75.2 percent for colored farmers. Thus, while 
less than one-third of the white farmers were tenants, more than 
three-fourths of the colored farmers were working as tenants. In 
the South alone, where most of the colored farmers are found, the 
tenancy percentage for white farmers was 38.9, and for colored 
farmers, 76.2, with an average of 49.6 for all farmers, white and 
colored together. Of the land in farms operated by white farmers 
in the United States as a whole, 26 per cent was in tenant farms, 
while of the land operated by colored farmers, 61.8 per cent was in 
tenant farms. 

Of the colored farmers the great majority were Negroes, among 
whom the percentage of tenancy was 76.2 . Among the Chinese and 
Japanese, who in some States are not permitted to purchase land, 
the percentages were still higher, being 84.4 and 87.8, respectively. 
Among the Indians, many of whom have acquired land by inherit- 
ance under treaty rights, the percentage of tenancy is extremely 
low, being only 16.8 per cent. 

Among the white farmers the natives' had a much higher per- 
centage of tenancy than the foreign bom — ^33.2 per cent as com- 
pared with 18.9 per cent. This difference is due partly to the fact 
that the foreign-bom white farmers as a group are considerably 
older than the native white farmers, and partly to the fact that 
the immigrants of a generation ago had a very strong desire to 
acquire the ownership of land and found it relatively easy to do so. 
The percentage of the land in farms operated by foreign-bom 
white farmers which was in the hands of tenants was 18.8, or 
almost exactly the same as the percentage of tenants in the number 
of farmers. 

Table 24 shows the number of farmers by tenure and by race 
and nativity, for 1920 and 1910, with the amoimt and percentage 
of increase. 

During the decade from 1910 to 5920 the number of farms 
operated by owners declined 0.6 per cent, while the number 
operated by tenants increased 4.3 per cent. Decreases for owners 
and increases for tenants are shown for both white and colored 
farmers. Among the native white farmers, however, there was 
an increase in the number of owners as well as in the number 
of tenants, while among the foreign bom both classes of farmers 
decreased in number, the decline for owners amounting to 14.8 
per cent and for tenants to 7.3 per cent. Among the colored 
races the Negroes showed a slight decline in owners and an increase 
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owners amounting to 36.9 per cent (due mainly, however, to a 
change in the method of reporting Indians on reservations) and 
an increase in the number of tenants amounting to 21.3 percent. 

Table 24 . — ^Number or Farm Operators in the United States, by Race, 
Nativity, and Tenure: 1920 and 1910. 


NATIVITY, AND TENURE. 

1920 

1 

1910 

INCREASE.^ 

Number. 

Per cent. 

Alt, farmers 

6,4487343 

6,361,503 

86,841 

1.4 

White 

Si 4987 454 

5,440,6x9 

57,835 

X. X 

Native 2 

479177386 

4, 77x7063 

146. 323 

3*1 

Foreign bom 

s8z,o6S 

669,556 

—88,488 

—13.3 

Colored 

9497889 

930, 883 

39,006 

3*X 

Negro 

925, 70S 

893,370 

32,338 

3*6 

Indian 

16,680 

34,2SX 

— 7, S7X 

— 3X.2 

Japanese 

6,893 

2,503 

4,390 

175*5 

Chinese 

609 

760 

— X5X 

—19*9 

Farm owners 

37 9257 090 

3,948, 722 

— 33.633 

—0.6 

White 

3,69X7868 

3, 707, SOX 

—IS, 633 

—0.4 

Native 2 

3,237, sax 

3, 163,584 

64,937 

a.x 

•Foreign bora 

4647347 

54479x7 

—80,570 

-X4.S 

Colored 

333,233 

34Z, sax 

—7,999 

—3*3 

Negro 

3X8, 6X3 

3x8,972 

—360 

—0.3 

Indian 

Z3,83X 

31,89a 

—8, 071 

—36-9 

Japanese 

717 

294 

423 

143*9 

Chinese ! 

73 

63 

9 

14*3 

Farm managers. 

68,449 

587 104 

10, 345 

17*8 

White 

66, 323 

56, 560 

9,663 

X7*i 

Native - 

597035 

SO7087 i 

8,948 

17*9 

Foreign bora 

77 188 

6,473 

71S 

XZ-O 

Colored 

3,226 

17 544 

68a 

44*2 

NTcjjro 

3,026 

1,434 

59a 

41* S 

TnirliaTi . 

54 

47 

7 

14*9 

Japanese 

123 

45 

78 

173* S 

Chinese 

33 

zS 

5 

37*8 

Farm tenants 

2,4547804 

2,3547 676 

lOOyXSS 

4*3 

Whitt* 

I77407363 

1,676, SS8 

63,805 

3*8 

Native 2 

1, 630, 830 

1,558,392 

73,438 

4.6 

bora 

1097 533 

XxS, z66 

—8,633 

—7*3 


7x4, 44Z 

67S, X18 

36,333 

5*4 



Negro 

70s, 070 

672, 964 

33,106 

4* 8 

Tnriii^n 

3,805 

3,313 

493 

3X.3 

Japanese 

6,053 

a, 163 

3,889 

179*8 


S14 

679 

—165 

—34*3 


I A minus sign (— ) denotes decrefiise. . „ , ^ 

» Includes farmers witli country of birth not reported, as follows: For 1930 (all farmers), 99.54o> xor 

1910, 7,807. 
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Among the Japanese both owners and tenants increased at very- 
high relative rates, though the total numbers even in 1920 were 
small, comprising only 717 owners and 6,052 tenants. 

Table 25 shows, for the native white and the foreign-bom 
white, the number of owners, managers, and tenants, and the 
percentage of tenants. 


Table 25.— NattvS and Foreign-born White Farmers in the United States, 
BY Tenure, by Geogr^hic Divisions : 1920. 

[Figures for States in Table 6a.] 






TENANTS. 

DIVISION. 

Total. 

Owners. 

Man- 

agers. 

Number. 

Per 
cent of 
total. 

NATIVB -WHITS FARMERS. » 

United States 

4 » 917»386 

3,227, 521 

59,035 

z, 630, 830 

33-2 

New England 

X28, 028 

114,804 

■61 

9,470 

7*4 

Middle Atlantic 

376 , 701 

287, 8az 


80,403 

2X.3 

East North Central 

935^499 

641, 233 


282,173 

30.2 

West North Central 

883; 809 

545,283 

9,509 

329,0x7 

37.2 

South Atlantic 

767 , 771 

498. 214 

8, S08 

261, 049 

34-0 

East South Central 

740,86a 

467,447 

3,045 

270,370 

36.5 

West South Central 

734 » 30 I 

382,668 

4,407 

337, 226 

46.6 

Mountain 

T 97 , 678 

163,248 1 

3,592 

30,838 

15-6 

Pacific 

i 6 a,T 44 

126,803 

5,656 

30, 28s 

18.6 

FOREIGN-BORN WHITE FARMERS. 1 






United States 

581,068 

464,347 

7,188 

109,533 

18.9 

New England 

a8, 265 

25 , 138 

HB9 

2,097 

7-4 

Middle Atlantic 

46,9x0 

38,308 


7,317 

15-6 

East North Central 

144 j 77 S 

122,469 


20, 912 

14-4 

West North Central 

206,333 i 

160,997 

1,183 

44,043 

31.4 

South Atlantic 

7)373 

6 , 2 X 2 

334 

827 

xz. 3 

East South Central 

3) 506 

2,821 

54 

631 

x8. 0 

West South Central 

39)937 

22, 274 

200 

17,463 

43*7 

Mountain 

40,984 

34 , 90s 

497 

s, 582 

I 3<.6 

Pacific. 

63,095 

51,223 

• 1,311 

10, 66x 

16.9 


1 Includes farmers ■with, country of birth not reported. 


It will be seen -that the percentage of tenancy in 1 920 was smaller 
among the foreign-bom white farmers tha n among the na-tive 
white in every division except New England, where there was no 
difference. In the West South Central division the percentage of 
tenancy among the foreign bom was high, evidently because a 
large number of Mexican tenants were included. 












RACE AND NATIVITY OF FARM TENANTS. 


In i9io> 1 7-6 per cen't of the foreign-bom farm operators were 
tenants. In 1920 this proportion had increased to 18.9 per cent. 
Out of a total decrease in foreign-bom operators amounting to 
88,488, the owner group lost 80,570 during the decade, while the 
tenant group decreased only 8,633 (see Table 24). The result of 
these changes was the increased proportion of tenants noted above. 

This increase in the proportion of tenants occurred in the face 
of a sharply checked immigration. Because of the World War, 
immigration after 1914 was very slight. This decrease in immi- 
gration, preventing as it did the influx of young persons into the 
foreign-bom group, resulted in an increase in the average age of 
the foreign bom in the United States. In accordance with the 
tendency discussed in Chapter X,for the proportion of tenants to 
decrease with increasing age, such a development ought to have 
resulted in a decrease of the proportion of tenancy among the 
foreign bom. In this case, however, there were modifying condi- 
tions. 

Although the decade from 1910 to 1920 showed little actual 
change in the total number of foreign-bom persons in the United 
States, there were considerable changes in the actual constitution 
of that group. Even before the opening of this decade the so-called 
“old” immigration had given place to the enormous influx from 
southern and eastern Europe. Variations in regard to age and 
death rate, in the strength of the call for war service, and in the 
number of immigrants entering the coimtry dtiring the first five 
years of the decade resulted in the important shifts among the 
nationalities which were revealed by the 1920 census of population. 
These shifts were reflected in the constitution of the foreign- 
bom farmer class as well. The changes by nationality during the 
decade are shown in Table 26, which gives both the number and 
the percentage of increase or decrease between 1910 and 1920. 

The data in this table afford the chief explanation for the in- 
crease in tenancy among the foreign bom dining the decade. In 
the first place, the nationalities lowing decreases are mainly 
those which reached the height of their immigration before 1890 
and which, therefore, have grown old in this coimtry. Such 
nationalities would naturally have a very high percentage of 
ownerdiip. On the other hand, most of the nationalities whidi 
show an increase in the number of farm operators are those whose 
immigration is in the main of recent years and whose proportion 


76 


FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


of ownership would be relatively lower. Such a shift of nation- 
alities, then, because of the resulting change in the aggregate age 
distribution alone, would result in an increase in tenancy in the 
foreign-bom group as a whole. 

Tabi,b 26 . — ^Increjase or Decrease) in Number or Foreign-born* Farm Opera- 

TORS IN THE UNITED STATES, BY COUNTRY OF BirTH: 1910 TO 1920, 


COUNTRY Off BIRTH. 


Total 

Gennany . . . 

Ireland 

Canada .... 
England . . . 
Norway, . . . 
Sweden .... 
Austria .... 
Denmark . . 
Scotland. . . 

Wales 

Switzerland 


BECXUSASR. 

COUNTRY OR BIRTH. 

INCREASE. 

Number. 

Per cent. 


Per cent. 

iSijOiQ 

96.3 

Total 


65.8 

81, X 33 

36.6 

Poland 

XO, X24 

140. X 

16, 9X8 

50.5 

Italy 

7 , 653 

79. 1 

i3,aio 

91.3 

Russia 

6,600 

35.6 

13,114 

33.0 

Hungary 

3,293 

86.x 

8, 143 

13.6 

Netherlands 

1,799 

X3.0 

6,99a 

xo. 4 

France 

387 

4.9 

3,164 

9 -S 

Other countries ^ 

32, 773 

IZ7.0 

9 , 8 x 0 

9.9 




3,6x5 

95.6 




H 

00 

39*9 




X,s 89 

8.9 





1 Includes Finland, Rumania, Greece, Portugal, and Mexico, for which figures were shown separately in 
1990 but not in 19x0. 


No all-embracing conclusions can be reached on the basis of 
this table, but some of the elements involved in it may be worthy 
of mention. The immigrants who came to this country 20 or 30 
years ago were more likely to go onto farms than are present-day 
immigrants, and it is in the States of the East and West North 
Central divisions, where the older immigrants chiefly settled, that 
the great majority of the foreign-bom farm owners are foimd. 
In these divisions the percentage of tenancy among the foreign 
bom is decidedly smaller than among the natives, largely because 
of the relatively high average age of the foreign-bom farmers. 
Eurther, while the native white group is being recmited year by 
year as the sons of the older farmers take up farming (very often 
as tenants at the start), the foreign-bom group is growing older 
each year without any material additions of yoimger men, for 
the children of the immigrants are not foreign bom but native, 
and those of their number who do start their fa rmin g careers as 
tenants only go to swell the percentage of tenancy among the 
native white farmers. 
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Significant data with regard to the general period of immigra- 
tion and the tendency to settle on farms are presented in Table 27, 
which shows, by country of birth, the foreign-bom white popu- 
lation in 1890 and in 1920, with the percentage of increase during 
the 30-year period, and also the number of farm operators and 
the farm population for 1920, with the percentage which each 
formed of the foreign-bora white population. 


Table 27 . — Foreion-born White Population, 1920 and 1890, and Foreign- 
BORN White Farm Operators and Farm Population, 1920, by Country op 
Birth. 


COUNTRY OP BIRTH. 

TOTAL FOJ 
PC 

LEIGN-BORN WHITS 
IPULATION. 

PORSIGN-BORN 
WHITS FARM 
OPSRATORS: 1920 . 

FOREIGN-BORN 
WHITS FARM 
POPULATION. 1920 . 

1920 

1890 

Per cent 
of 

increase.^ 

Number. 

Per 
cent of 
foreign- 
bom 
white 
popu- 
lation. 

Number 

Per 
emt of 
foreign- 
boni 
white 
popu- 
lation. 

Total a 

l 3 > 7 ia> 7 S 4 

9 ,X 2 X ,867 

so. 3 

581,068 

4.2 

1,471,040 

10. 7 

England 

8x2,828 

909,092 

—10.6 

26,6x4 

3-3 

67,376 

8.3 

Scotland 

2541 567 

242,231 

S' I 

7,60s 

3*0 

> 9,253 

7.6 

Wales 

67,066 

zoo, 079 

— 33*0 

2,473 

3*7 

6,258 

9-3 

Ireland 

ij 037 , 233 

11871,509 

—44.6 

z6, 562 

Z.6 

43,929 

4.0 

Norway 

363,862 

322,665 

12.8 

53,599 

14 ' 2 

130,629 

35*9 

Sweden 

625, 580 

478,041 

30*9 

60, 461 

9-7 

353,064 

24- 5 

Denmark 

189, IS 4 

132, 543 

42.7 

25 , 565 

33*5 

64, 721 

34 - 2 

Netherlands (Holland). 

131,766 

81,828 

61.0 

35 , 589 

ZI.8 

39,465 

30.0 

Switzerland 

1x8,659 

104,069 

14. 0 

13,051 

zx.o 

33,040 

27.8 

France 

IS2;890 

I 3 t 3 ii 74 

35*3 

6, XZ9 

4.0 

35,493 

10. T 

Germany 

1,686,102 

2,784,894 

— 39' 5 

X40, 667 

8.3 

356,1x4 

2Z. Z 

Poland 

I >139^978 

147,440 

673.2 

17,352 

I - 5 

43,939 1 

3' 9 

Austria 

S 7 S »625 

243,377 

138.5 

30, 37a 

S' 2 

76,384 1 

* 3' 3 

Hungary 

397, 282 

62,43s 

536.3 

7,122 

1.8 

18,030 i 

4- 5 

Russia 3 

i,400j489 



I 33,388 

2-3 

81,994 

5' 9 

Finland 3 

X 49 » 824 

> 102, 044 

74 ^* ^ 

1 34,988 

ZO.O 

37,944 

25.3 

Rumania 

102, 823 



693 

0. 7 

3, 754 

I* 7 

Greece 

17 S »972 

1,887 

9, 225. 5 

846 

O ' 5 

2,142 

1. 2 

Italy 

x,6xo, X09 

182,580 

781.9 

x8, 267 

X. I 

46,24s 

a. 9 

Portugal 

67 > 453 

15,996 

321.7 

4 , 254 

6.3 

30,769 

z6. 0 

Mexico 

478,383 

77,853 

514-5 

12, 142 

2.5 

30,739 

6.4 

Canada 

1,117,878 

975,496 

14. 6 

48,668 

4*4 

323,209 

zx.o 


^ A minus sign (—) denotes decrease. 

* Includes ijersons bom in countries other than those listed. 

* In 1900, the first year for which separate figures are available, the number of persons reporting Russia 
as country of birth was 423,726, and the number reporting Finland was 62,641. 
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Since tlie foreign-bom white farm population was not tabulated 
by country of birth, the total for this item has been distributed 
among the several countries in the same proportion as the farm 
operators. The total number of foreign-bom white farm opera- 
tors in the United States in 1920 was 581,068 and the total foreign- 
bom white farm population was 1,471,040, or slightly more than 
two and one-half times the number of farm operators. 

Two interesting classifications can be made on the basis of the 
figures in Table 27. First, those countries from which the so- 
called “older” immigration came are indicated by a low percent- 
age of increase in the foreign-bom white population between 1890 
and 1920; and, second, those countries from which the immigrants 
have settled most extensively on farms are those for which the 
farm population represents a high percentage of the total popula- 
tion, as shown in the last column of the table. The general 
correspondence of these two classifications bears out the state- 
ment made above, to the effect that the older immigrants went 
more generally to the farms than the newer immigrants have done. 
Of the total foreign-bom white population in the United States 
reporting Norway as country of birth 35.9 per cent (the highest 
percentage for any country) were included in the farm population, 
and the number of persons in the United States in 1920 who were 
bom in Norway represents only 12.8 per cent more than the num- 
ber in 1890. Among the next six countries of birth, in order of 
relative importance of farm population in total foreign bom in 
the United States, namely, Denmark, the Netherlands, Switzer- 
land, Finland, Sweden, and Germany, only two, the Netherlands 
and Finland, show an increase of as much as 50 per cent in the 
general population figures between 1890 and 1920. On the other 
hand, Italy, Poland, Hungary, and Greece, with enormous in- 
creases in the number of their contributions to the foreign-bom 
population of the United States between 1890 and 1920, show 
very small percentages in the 1920 farm population. 

Table 28 gives the number of farms, the number of owners and 
managers, and the number and percentage of tenants among the 
foreign bom of different nationalities. 
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Table 28 .— NtmBBR of Foreign-born Farm Operators in the United States, 
BY Country of Birth and Tenure: 1920. 


COUNTRY OP BIRTH. 

Total 

Owners. 

Managers. 

TSNAS 

Number. 

ITS. 

Per cent 
of total 

Total 

581,068 

464* 347 

7,188 

109*533 

18.9 

England 

36,6x4 

21,840 

858 

3,916 

14.7 

Scotland 

7»6os 

6,004 

414 

1,187 

15.6 

Wales 

2,472 

2,071 

S3 

348 

14* X 

Ireland 

16, 562 

13*935 

S8i 

2,056 

12.4 

Norway 

Sit 599 

43*8is 

362 

7*423 

I4»4 

Sweden 

60,461 

50,114 

633 

9*725 

16.1 

Denmark 

2S» 565 

19,523 

336 

s* 706 

23. S 

Netherlands (Holland) 

iS>S89 

10,364 

197 

5*028 

32.3 

Switzerland 

iSfOSX 

10,324 

166 

2,561 

19.6 

France 

6,1x9 

4*943 

100 

1*077 

X7*6 

Germany 

140,667 

116,962 

1,303 

33,502 

x6.o 

Poland 

I7»353 

14, 874 

114 

2*364 

13.6 

Austria 

30, 172 

24*534 

335 

5*403 

17*9 

Hungary 

7,X22 

5*439 

80 

1*603 

33.5 

Russia 

32,388 

24, 244 

179 

7*965 

34.6 

Finland 

14,988 

13*730 

46 

X,3X3 

8.1 

Rumania 

693 

533 

7 

153 

33.x 

Greece 

846 

540 

13 

293 

34.6 

Italy 

18,367 

13*403 

234 

4*630 

25*3 

Portugal 

4;2S4 

2,896 

49 

1*309 

30.8 

Other European coxmtries 

20, 107 

15*238 

180 

4,689 

23.3 

Mexico 

12, 142 

1,62s 

117 

10,400 

8 s -7 

Canada 

48, 668 

41,864 

9x0 

5*894 

IS. I 

Other countries 

7? 765 

5*543 

133 

3,089 

36.9 

Country of birth not reported 

99*540 

65,298 

1*595 

32*647 

33.8 


It is of some interest to see how the 109,533 foreign-bom 
tenants are distributed by country of birth. The largest number 
of foreign-bora tenants (22,502) were bora in Germany and the 
next largest (10,400) in Mexico. The percentages of tenancy 
vary materially from country to country, the highest being 
shown for Mexico (85.7) and tie lowest (8.1) for Finland. 


IX. 


TENANCY AND FARM INCOME. 

There are no recent census figures relating to the income of 
farmers. There is available, however, a large body of information 
collected by agents of the Office of Farm Management of the 
Department of Agricultxure who have studied the subject in 
restricted areas in numerous sections of the United States. The 
tmiform conclusion of the farm management surveys on this point 
is that tenants have larger labor incomes than have owners. 

It should be explained that in farm management surveys labor 
income is what is left when the net income of the farm is reduced 
by an amount representing a fair return on the capital invested 
in the business, including, in the case of a tenant farm, both that 
furnished by the landlord and that furnished by the tenant. 
Tabor income is not particularly significant as a measure of the 
welfare of the farmer; it is merely an index by which the efficiency 
of his labor can be compared with the efficiency or productivity of 
his neighbor’s labor, regardless of whether the size of the farm or 
the intensiveness of its cultivation is the same or not. 

A tenant must live on what he earns with his own labor (plus 
the profits from his superior management, if any), the return on 
his investment being a relatively small portion of his entire income. 
Consequently, the tenant in order to exist must make enough by 
his own efforts to cover his living expenses ; whereas the owner, 
and especially one who is free from debt, may earn little or noth- 
ing with his own labor and still have a very satisfactory income 
derived from the return on his investment in the farm. The 
owner, therefore, has not the same incentive as the tenant to 
raise his income to the maximum, and hence may not work as 
hard. Further, taking the whole number into consideration, the 
tenants are younger men than the owners and are doubtless 
capable of doing more work for this reason. 

Another reason why the labor income of the tenant farmers 
averages larger than the labor income of the farm owners in some 
localities is that the tenant, particularly the share tenant, receives 
a considerable amount of expert supervision from . the landlord 
and therefore handles his farm business better than he would do 
if left to his own resources. Without any question the farming 
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skill of the landlords taken as a group is much higher than that 
of the owner-operators taken as a group. A part of this gktTi is 
lost, of course, in transmitting it to the tenants through the medium 
of supervision; but even with this loss the landlord-supervised 
farms show the effects of better management as compared with 
many of the owner-operated farms in the same locality. 

There is a general consensus of opinion, however, among stu- 
dents of farm management, to the effect that tenants’ labor incomes 
are larger chiefly because they operate larger enterprises in pro- 
portion to the capital which liiey are able to invest. That these 
conclusions are reached as a result of farm management surveys 
made in different parts of the coimtry under different types of 
agriculture emphasizes the fact that tenancy is a wise method of 
operating a farm so long as the capital at the command of the 
prospective farmer is limited. The pioneer farm management 
survey, made by E. H. Thomson and H. M. Dixon in 1911, in 
three representative areas in Indiana, Illinois, and Iowa, showed 
that the average labor income of farm owners was $408 and of 
tenants $870. Prof. W. J. Spillman’s classic survey of Chester 
County, Pa., also made in 1911, shows the following results: 

Tabl:® 29 . — Farm MANAOBMiSN'r Data for Owners and Tenants 
IN Chester County, Pa.: 1911. 


ITEM. 

Owners. 

Tenants. 

Number of farms 

Average acreage per farm 

378 

90 

$zo ,486 

$x»3i3 

$548 

134 

X06 

$X3,030 

$1,617 

$739 

Capital per farm 

Barm income - 

I^abor income 



Professor Spillman’s comment is as follows: 

Approximately half of this difiFerence ^ is due to the fact that the tenant farms on 
the average are more than one and one-sixth times as large as the average of the owned 
farms, but part is also due to the fact that the tenant farms on the average have a 
larger number of dairy cows, usually of somewhat more than average quality. While 
these tenants make larger labor incomes than the owners, it must be remembered 
that the owners have the interest on their investment in addition to this labor income. 
This bulletin contains ample evidence that the young farmer who has relatively 
little capital will find it to his best interest to become a tenant on a farm of consider- 
able magnitude rather than to undertake the same type of farming on a much smaller 
farm which his capital will enable him to own.* 


1 The difference between labor incomes amounting to $S4S for owners and $739 loj* tenants. 

* Department of Agriculture Bulletin 341, Farm Management PracUce of Chester County, Pa., by W. J, 
Spillman, H. H. Dixon, and G. A. Billings. 
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Of the many surveys pointing to similar conclusions, those in 
Ellis County, Tex., in a cotton region, and in Lenawee County, 
Mich., a diversified farming and dairy region, might be mentioned. 
But in spite of the larger labor income of tenants, most farmers 
with considerable capital prefer to be owners. A large amount of 
capital invested entirely in equipment necessitates the operation 
of a large business which, in many cases, exceeds the managerial 
ability of the average farmer. It is only within the limits of his 
managerial ability that it is wise for the farmer with considerable 
capital to remain a tenant for the sake of operating a larger farming 
enterprise. 

It is the conclusion drawn from a large number of farm 
management surveys that while tenants derive a larger income 
from their farms than do owners, after allowance has been made 
for interest on the investment, this is true only within the limits 
of what may be called the economic size of the farm business, 
which varies from place to place and in accordance with the type 
of farming pursued. A quarter of an acre of land under glass 
devoted to the cultivation of flowers or hothouse vegetables may 
be as large a business as a 400-acre wheat farm and require as 
much care and ability for its operation. Apparently there is a 
limit to the size of a farm that can be economically operated 
under normal circumstances, and beyond that limit it does not 
pay to operate a farm either as a tenant or as an owner; but within 
that limit a tenant generally succeeds better with the same 
amount of capital, because he operates a larger farm on which 
labor, machinery, and horses can be utilized to greater advantage. 


X. 

THE AGRICULTURAL LADDER— FARMERS BY AGE. 

A popular idea with regard to the relation between the farm 
worker and the land finds expression in the theory of the “agri- 
cultural ladder.” According to this theory the typical farmer 
starts his agricultural career as a farm hand working for wages 
(or working at home on his father’s farm) ; then, after he has 
saved enough from his earnings to provide the working capital 
for a rented farm, he becomes a farm tenant; and finally, he is 
able to purchase a farm and becomes an owner. The fundamental 
question involved is the question of a man’s progress from one 
economic status to another. 

Three different groups of census data throw light upon the 
question, namely, those relating to farmers classified "by age and 
tenure, which are available for four censuses, from 1890 to 1920; 
those relating to farmers classified by age and by size of farm, 
which are available for 1910 only; and the 1920 data on farm 
experience. 

Farm tenancy considered as one step in the process whereby 
a man starting in life with a limited capital, or with no thin g but 
his own energy and enterprise, may after a time acquire the 
ownership of a farm, presents a social and economic aspect quite 
different from farm tenancy regarded as a permanent status, 
though permanent tenancy, if it be the right kind of tenancy, 
need not be placed per se in the category of the imdesirable. 
A certain amount of permanent tenancy without doubt exists in 
the United States, especially in the South, and the amount of 
such tenancy may be increasing slightly from decade to decade. 
Nevertheless, both the available statistical data and the results of 
special investigations indicate that for a large fraction of the farm 
tenants tenancy represents one of the normal stages on the way 
toward ownership. 

FARMERS BY AGE AND TENURE. 

The census data relative to farmers classified by age and tenure 
are summarized for the United States in Tables 30 and 31, which 
show not only the number in each group but also the per cent 
distribution by age for owners and tenants and the percentage of 
tenants in each age group. 
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Tabi,e 30 . — Farm Operators in the United States, by Age and Tenure, -with 
Per Cent Distribution by Age: 1890 to 1920. 


[Number of farmers by age and tenure for 1920 and 1910, by divisions and States, in Table 61,] 


TBNtJRB AND AGS. 

FARM OPERATORS. 

OCCUPANTS OP 
PARM HOMES. 

PER CENT DISTRIBUTION 

BY AGE. 

■1 


1900 

1890 

1920 

1910 

1900 

1890 

All parmsrs, total 

6 j 44 S ,343 

6,361,502 

15,649,008 

42 7672 179 




100.0 



6, ^39,476 

5,635, 747 

(2) 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 


Under 25 years 

3832680 

419,330 

275.098 

2 x 8,531 

6. 0 

6.6 

4-9 

4.6 

as to 34 years 

12 3332 020 

1,4132876 

1,194,482 

X, 082, 620 

20.9 

22.3 

21. 2 

22. 7 

35 to 44 years 

I2S872S19 

12571,469 

1,409, 829 

X, 182,056 

24-9 

24. 8 

25-0 

24.8 

45 to S4 years 

1,482,494 

1,432,707 

1,296, 147 

I2 0342 792 

23.3 

22. 6 

23.0 

21.7 

55 years and over 

12 5 772 4 50 

1,502,094 

1,460,191 

1, 349, 180 

24. 8 

23. 7 

25-9 

26. a 

C5 to 6 a 





15. 6 

14. 9 








9.2 

8. 7 




Not rex>orting age 

84, x8o 

22,026 

13, 261 

(0 










OwNsns, total 

3,9252090 

3,948, 72a 

3,638,403 

3, 142, 746 










RepOI^iin flf ape 




(2) 





Under 25 years 

872400 

97,690 

76,419 

71, 140 

2*3 

2.5 

2. z 

2-3 

as to 34 years 

561,442 

620, 961 

541 , 064 

539 , 470 

14*5 

15.8 

14.9 

17.2 

35 to 44 years. 

9382 174 

969, 859 

908, 250 

756, sss 

24. a 

24. 6 

25. 0 

24.1 

45 to 54 years 

1 , 021,445 

1,036,493 

916,37s 

748, 609 

26.4 

26.3 

25. a 

23.8 

55 years and over 

122642573 

I, 209, 96s 

X, z88, 928 

1,026, 972 

32.7 

30. 7 

32 - 7 

32-7 

55 to 64 years 



683, 475 


SO* 2 

x8. 8 

x8. 8 


65 years and over 

483, 994 

468, 35X 

505 * A 53 


^ 12. K 

II. 9 

1 

X 3-9 


Not reporting age 

53,056 

13, 754 

7 , 367 

(2) 



Managsrs 

68,449 

58, 104 

! (») 

(*) 





Tenants, total 

2,4542 804 

2,3542676 

2,010, 605 

1,624,433 





100*0 






Reijorting age 

2,424,493 

2, 347 , 66a 

2,004, 7x1 

(2) 

ZOO. 0 

Zoo. 0 

100. 0 


Under as years 

290 , 796 

3x6, 830 

198,679 

X 47 , 39 X 

1 12.0 

X 3 -S 

9-9 

9*1 

25 to 34 years 

753, 595 

777 , 315 

653,4X8 

543 , 150 

31. I 

33*1 

32 - 6 

33-4 

3S to 44 years 

630, 588 

585, 398 

SOI, 579 

425, 501 

26.0 

24.9 

25. 0 

26. 2 

45 to 54 years 

446, 986 

384, 490 

379 , 77a 

286, 183 

iS. 4 

16.4 

z8. 9 

17. 6 

55 years and over 

30a, 528 

283, 739 

271, 263 

222, 208 

la.s 

12. 1 

X 3 -S 

13-7 

SS to 64 years 

205, 966 

200, 070 

181, 294 


8 . 5 

8. 5 

9. 0 


6s years and over 

96] 562 

83, 669 

89, 969 


4. 0 

3 * ^ 

4 -S 


Not reporting age 

30,3x1 

7,014 

52894 

(«) 










* Hxcludes 40,873 occupants of farm homes with form of tenure not reported. 

® Not shown in the reports of the census of 1890, as the ntnnber not reporting age was distributed aTno^ig 
the several age groups. 

B Included with tenants. 

The data for farmers classified by age in 1920 and 1910 are 
based on the farm census and represent farm operators, while 
the figures for 1900 and 1890 are based on the population census 
and represent occupants of farm homes. For general comparative 
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purposes the difference should not be material, however, since 
most farm operators are also occupants of farm homes, and vice 
versa; and for 1900 the actual differences between the two sets 
of figures are negligible. For 1890, however, especially in some of 
the Southern and Western States, a considerably larger number 
of farm homes than of farms was reported, and especially a larger 
number of rented farm homes than of tenant farms. Even these 
differences probably have little effect on the distribution of the 
tenure classes by age; hence the base figures and the age distribu- 
tion are presented in Table 30 without modification. But in the 
case of the percentages of tenancy shown for the several age groups 
in Table 31 all of the percentages, both for 1890 and 1900, have 
been so adjusted that the figure for all ages combined may agree 
with the percentage of tenancy shown by the farm census. 

Table 31 . — ^Pbrcsntagb or Tbnancy among Farm Operators 
IN Each Age Groot: 1890 to 1920. 

(Percentages for xgoo and 1890 based on data for occupants of farm homes, 
but adjusted to confoim with total percentage of tenancy among farm oper* 
ators. Bata for the groups of farmers discussed on page 89 in bold- 
faced type. Figures for 1920 and xgio, by divisions and Stated, in Table 
61.3 


AGB. 

1920 

1910 

1900 

1890 

Total 

38.1 

37-0 

35-3 

28.4 

Under 25 years 

75-8 

75-6 

71.8 

56.3 

25 to 34 years 

56.5 

55* 0 

S4-3 

42.1 

35 to 44 years 

39-7 

37-3 

35.3 1 

30.1 

4S to 54 years 

30.3 

26.8 

29.0 

33.0 

55 to 64 years 

20.7 

2X. I 

20.7 ; 


65 years and over 

16.5 

15,1 

X4'9 

1 

r 14 * 7 


In Figure 9 the number of farm tenants and the number of 
owner-operators (including managers) are shown graphically, by 
age, for the North, South, and West, in such manner as to bring 
out the progression from tenancy to ownership as the age in- 
creases. Figure 10 shows, for selected States, the decreasing 
percentage of tenancy from age group to age group — a rapid de- 
crease for the Northern and Western States and a slower decrease 
for the Southern States, with a much larger percentage of tenancy 
remaining in the older age groups. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 



45 TO 64 1 MANAQER® 
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FIg. 10. Pbrcentags of Tenancy in Bach Age Groxjt, for Selected States: 

1920. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Figure II shows, in consolidated form, for the United States 
and for the North, South, and West, the percentage of tenancy 
for each age group and for the four census years from 1890 to 
1920. The most significant featiure of this diagram, perhaps, 
is the relation between the bars representing the percentage of 
tenancy in a given age group for the four censuses, a great 
majority of the cases showing a continuous, though small, in- 
crease from census to census, except between 1900 and 1910. 

Fig. 11. — Percentage of Tenancy in Each Age Group, for the North, South, 

AND West: 1890 to 1920. 
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For farmers of all ages the proportion of tenants in 1920, as 
shown in Table 31, was 38.1 per cent, but among the younger 
fanners the proportion was very much higher (75,8 per cent for 
those tmder 25 years of age), and among the older farmers it was 
very much lower (16.5 per cent for those 65 years old and over). 
Both for 1920 and for each of the earlier years the percentage of 
tenancy shows a continuous decrease from age group to age group 
as the age increases. These figures alone would tend to support 
in a general way the theory of the agricultural ladder, since they 
show that relatively few farmers remain tenants by the time they 
reach the age of 65. In actual numbers there were only 96,562 
farm tenants 65 years of age and over in 1920, as compared with 
483,994 farm owners in the same age group. 

Again, we may take a group of fanners roughly identical from 
census to census, or more accurately a series of groups, each made 
up mainly of the survivors from the preceding group. Thus, the 
farmers in the group 25 to 34 years of age in 1890, with 42.1 per 
cent of tenancy, would most of them be in the group 35 to 44 years 
of age in 1900, which shows only 35.3 per cent of tenancy. The 
survivors of this group in 1910 would be from 45 to 54 years of age 
and the figures show 26.8 per cent of tenancy; and in 1920, at the 
age of 55 to 64 years, the tenancy percentage shows again a de- 
crease to 20.7. This particular group of farmers (represented by 
the diagonal line of bold-faced figures running down through 
Table 31), most of them starting as farm operators between 1880 
and 1890, appears to have been more aggressive than any of the 
other groups, for, considering the United States totals alone, it 
contains the only age groups showing in any census year a smaller 
percentage of tenancy than the corresponding age group of the 
preceding census year. Except where these farmers come in, every 
age group shows a uniformly increasing percentage of tenancy 
from 1890 to 1920. 

The increase in the percentage of tenancy from year to year, as 
shown for the several age groups, indicates that the general increase 
in the proportion of tenants among farm operators is fairly well 
distributed among the age groups. At first glance it might appear 
that the increase was more marked in the younger ages. A careful 
study of this point shows, however, that this is not the case. In 
Table 32, the proportion of tenants is expressed in the form of the 
number of tenants per 1,000 farm operators, and the percentage 
of increase in this number is shown for each of the three decades 
covered bv the available statistics. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Tabls 32. — ^Numbsr os TsNAwrs per i,ooo Farmers in Each Age Group, with 
Percentage of Increase: 1890 to igso. 

[Figures for 1900 and 1S90 based on data for occupants of farm homes but adjusted to conform with total 
percentage of tenancy among farm operators. Maximum percentages of increase for each division in 
bold-faced type.] 
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Tabi,]® 32. — Number oe Tenants per i,ooo Farmers in Each Age Group, with 
Percentage op Increase: 1890 to 1920 — Continued. 



1 A minus sign (— ) denotes decrease. 






















92 


FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


For the United States as a whole the maximum increase from 
1890 to 1900 was in the group from 25 to 34 years of age; for the 
decade 1900-1910, in the group 35 to 44 years of age; and for the 
decade 1910-1920, in the group 45 to 54 years old. The figures 
for the geographic divisions, and similar figures that might be 
worked out for individual States, confirm the general statement 
that tenancy is increasing among the older farmers as well as 
among the younger, and increasing recently more rapidly among 
the older than among the younger. 

This means that the increase in tenancy can not be explained 
altogether as a result of larger and larger numbers of young 
farmers having recourse to tenancy as one of the stages on the 
agricultural ladder, by reason of the exhaustion of the supply of 
free land and the increase in farm-land prices; and the number of 
instances where there has been a marked increase in the number 
of tenants per 1,000 farmers in the groups from 55 to 64 years of 
age and 65 years and over indicates that the explanation is not 
to be found either in the assumption of a longer duration of the 
tenancy stage. 

So far as concerns the changes between 1910 and 1920 some 
^owance must be made for the effect of war conditions prevailing 
in 1920, when large numbers of young men who under normal 
conditions would have been farming were still in the Army or in 
manuf^turing industries. The call to military service and the 
attractiveness of the war industries must have reduced materially 
the number of men who started farming during the three or four 
years just preceding 1920; and granting that a high percentage of 
the men starting start as tenants, these factors would reduce 
somewhat the number of tenants per 1,000 farmers in the age 
group from 25 to 34 years, and incidentally reduce slightly the 
percentage of tenants among all farmers. They might also 
reduce the number of tenants per 1,000 fanners in the group 
under 25 years of age, though the principal effect here would be 
to reduce the size of the group as a whole. (There were 383,680 
farmers in this group in 1920, as compared with 419,330 in 1910.) 
W^ith fewer competitors for the agricultural opportunities, how- 
might well be that a larger percentage of the young men, 
both in this group and in the group from 25 to 34 years of age, 
would be able to acquire farms immediately, and a smaller per- 
centage would make their start as tenants, simply as a result of 
the reduced number of would-be farmers. In any case, however, 
the effect of the war conditions would not extend beyond the 
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second age group (25 to 34 years) and would hardly affect the 
tenancy percentages for either of these groups enough to modify any 
of the generalizations based on the figures in Table 32. 

Since the evidence at hand does not give a very positive support 
to the claim that the increase in the percentage of farm tenancy 
in the United States is mainly the result of the more extensive 
use of tenancy as a step toward ownership, it must be assumed 
that there has been an appreciable increase in permanent tenancy, 
though as measured by the actual increase in number of tenants 
per 1,000 farmers the increase has not reached very large 
dimensions. Taking separately the figures for the different sec- 
tions of the country the evidence does not lend itself readily 
to any uniform interpretation. Hence one may reasonably con- 
clude that in this question, as in a number of other respects, it is 
not possible to formulate a single explanation which will fit all 
parts of the country, and that generalizations based on the figures 
for the country as a whole must partake somewhat of the nature 
of a compromise. In the Southern divisions, for example, there is 
no doubt that the increase in the tenancy percentages smce 1890 
represents mainly an increase in permanent tenancy. In the 
New England and Middle Atlantic divisions there is a tendency 
toward a lower percentage of tenancy. In the Mountain and 
Pacific divisions there have been enormous increases in the num- 
ber of farms, largely acquired in the first instance under the home- 
stead laws, thus leaving little room for tenancy as a stage in the 
process of acquiring ownership of a farm. In the East and West 
North Central divisions — the corn-belt States — there is the best 
evidence that the increasing number of farmers operating tem- 
porarily as tenants and the increasing period of tenancy preceding 
ownership have been important factors in the increase of the 
number of tenants per i ,000 farmers. And even here, in the last 
decade, the highest relative increase in the number of tenants 
per 1,000 farmers in any age group is shown in the group from 
35 to 44 years of age, and the oldest group — 65 years of age and 
over — shows a greater increase in tenancy than the average for all 
ages combined. 

The theory of the agricultural ladder does not lose its interest 
or value, however, simply because this application of it fails to 
explain away, or to make of merely temporary significance, the 
indicated increase in tenancy in the United States. It is of par- 
ticular interest when the tenure figures are taken in greater detail 
than that involved in merely separating the owners from the 
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tenants. This greater detail is given in Table 33, which shows 
for each age group the percentage in each of five tenure classes 
for 1920 and 1910. The most significant aspect of this table is 
brought out, perhaps, by considering the age group which shows 
the maximum percentage for each of the several kinds of tenure. 
For convenience these maximum figures are printed in bold-faced 
type. 

Table 33 . — PER CENT Distribution or Farmers in Each Age Group by Tenure, 
Arranged to Show Progression prom One Tenure to Another, by Geo- 
graphic Divisions: 1920 and 1910. 

[Bold-faced figures indicate the age group in which the tenure reaches its maximum importance.] 



PER CENT DISTRIBUTION BY TENURE, 
1920,1 

PER CENT DISTRIBUTION BY TENURE, 
1910.1 

DIVISION AND AGB. 

Share 

and 

share- 

cash 

tenants. 

Cash 

and 

unspeci- 

fied 

tenants. 

Part 

owners. 

Full 

owners, 

mort- 

gaged. 

Full 

owners, 

free. 

Share 

and 

share- 

cash 

tenants. 

9 

Part 

owners. 

Full 

owners, 

mort- 

gaged. 

Full 

own- 

ers, 

free. 

United Statbs. 











Under as years 

63.4 

X2.4 

S-o 

7.6 

10.3 

56.4 

19.2 

4-7 

5*7 

13*0 

as to 34 years. ... 

42. 7 

13.8 

8.9 

17-1 

z6. a 

37*1 

17*8 

9*3 

13. 6 

3Z.O 

3 S to 44 years 

a8. 7 

XI. I 

10.5 

22.0 

a6.6 

23*5 

13*8 

11.5 

19.3 

31*0 

4 S to 54 years 

ax. X 

9.0 

9.8 

ax. 6 

37*6 

x 6.3 

X0.7 

X0.9 

20.1 

41*3 

5S to 64 years 

14*2 

6-5 

7-7 

19.7 

SI. 2 

X2.4 

8.7 

8.3 

x8. a 

51*8 

65 years and over 

xo. 8 

5-7 

4*7 

X4.1 

64.1 

8.1 

7.0 

4.7 

14*4 

65.4 

NEW ENGLAND. 











Under as years 

8.1 

14.2 

4-5 

37-1 

37. a 

6.5 

17.3 

3*4 

32.7 

3X.4 

as to 34 years 

4 * 7 

X 3 <a 

4.8 

45.0 

37.9 

3*9 

13.6 

3.8 

40.5 

33*3 

35 to 44 years 

a. 6 

7-7 

4.8 

42-3 

38.7 

a. I 

8.9 

3*7 

37-7 

43.8 

45 to 54 years 

1*4 

4-9 

4.4 

34-8 

SI. 6 

z.a 

5*4 

3*4 

31*9 

55*4 

55 to 64 years 

0.7 

3.1 

3-7 

25.9 

64.5 

0.8 

4-0 

2.7 

25*5 

65.0 

65 years and over 

0.4 

a. 4 

3 -S 

17-4 

75.9 

0.4 

3*7 

3. X 

17.3 

76.4 

NODDLE ATLANTIC. 











Under as years 

39.4 

15.9 

S-o 

30.7 

13*9 

37.5 

22.1 

4.0 

16.9 

14 * S 

as to 34 years 

37.0 

xs-o 

S -4 

30.9 

17*9 

25*7 

z8. X 

5*5 

36.5 

ax.x 

35 to 44 years 

IS- 2 

Z0.9 

6.2 

33*3 

31.6 

15*4 

xa .4 

6.7 

30.1 

33*1 

45 to 54 years 

9.1 

7.0 

S-8 

28.9 

47*1 

9*3 

8.3 

6.3 

28.6 

45*8 

55 to 64 years 

S -5 

4-7 

4 * 8 

34.x 

S 9*3 

6.0 

6.0 

5*0 

35. 3 

56.7 

65 years and over 

3.9 

3-7 

3-5 

17.6 

71.4 

3.8 

4*4 

3*0 

aO.4 

68.8 

EAST 











NORTH CENTRAL. 











Under 35 years 

53.2 

13.6 

6.5 

X 4*7 

8.9 

54.0 

16.7 

6.7 

11.3 

9*0 

as to 34 years 

38.0 

14.3 

9-5 

34.6 

11.8 

35*4 

x6. a 

IX. 5 

30.6 

14*9 

35 t 0 44 yea 2 ^s 

32.4 

X0.0 

12.0 

29.9 

24*3 

19.3 

10.2 

14.7 

86. 7 

38.0 

45 to 54 years 

13.1 

6. 0 

11.4 

28.5 

39*9 

II. 3 

6.1 

13*5 

27.1 

41. a 

SS to 64 years 

7*9 

3-7 

8-7 

24. 2 

54*9 

7*7 

4*3 

X0.0 

24.4 

53*2 

6s years and over. . . . 

4.6 

2.8 

S-i 

X 7*8 

69.4 

3*8 

2.9 

S *2 

18.3 

69.5 


^ Percentages based on total number of fanners in age group, including managers, for which no 
figures are presented in this table. 
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Table 33 CENT DISTRIBUTION OP FARMERS IN EaCH AgE GroUP BY TENURE, 

Arranged to Show Progression prom One Tenure to Another, by Geo- 
graphic Divisions; igao and 1910 — Continued. 

[Bold-faced figures indicate the age group in which the tenure reaches its maximum importance.] 


DIVISION AND AGE. 


Share 

and 

share- 

cash 

{tenants. 


WEST 

north central. 


Under as years .... 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

SS to 64 years 

65 years and over . . 

SOUTH ATLANTIC- 

Whiie farmers. 


PER CENT DISTRIBUTION BY TENURE, 
1920.1 


PER CENT DISTRIBUTION BY TENURE, 
1910.1 


Cash 

and 

lttnspeci-| 

fied 

tenants. 


Part 

lowneis. 


55.5 
39*4 
23.9 
14- 1 

9.3 

6.0 


Under as years 

as to 34 years. . 

3S to 44 years- • 

4S to s4 years 

S5 to 64 years 

65 years and over. . 

Colored farmers. 
Under as years .... 
as to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to s4 years 

55 to 64 years 

6s years and over . 

EAST 

SOUTH CENTRAL 
White farmers. 
Under as years. . . 

as to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

SS to 64 years 

6s years and over 

Colored farmers. 

Under as years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to S4 years 

SS to 64 years 

6s years and over . . 


58.5 
38*3 
as- 6 
z 8 . 4 
13-1 
9.8 

76.9 
63 - 7 
S 2 -S 
44-9 
38.0 

32.9 


63.0 

43.0 
27*5 
20.6 
14. s 

XO. X 

79.8 

66.9 
58.3 
47 * a 
41-3 
37-7 


Full 

ownerS; 

mort- 

gaged. 


17. S 
18.0 
11.8 
7-1 
4.9 

3-8 


13.4 

12.7 

9-7 

7-4 

S*S 

4.6 


IS - 5 
az. a 
ax. 8 
23.8 
ax. 8 
30. X 


10.8 

X0.3 

8.3 

6.4 

4.8 


IS - 7 
23-9 

36.7 
30.9 

28.8 
26 . a 


Share 
Full I and 
jownersy share- 
free. 1 ca^ 
tenants, 


14-3 

18.8 

17-7 

X3-2 

7.8 


4*0 

5-7 

6.3 

5-8 

4 - 3 
3.0 I 

1-9 

3-7 

5- 8 

6.Z 

6.3 

S -4 


4.9 

7.1 


7.7 

7.1 
S -3 
3-4 

1.4 

3.2 

3.0 

4.1 

4.2 
3-7 


10.0 
18 . S 

27-9 

29.8 

27-5 

2X.3 


S-9 

13. X 

13.9 
13-1 
10. 7 

6.9 


0.9 

3.6 

4 - 5 

5 - 7 
6.5 
S* 


7.0 

X4.0 

16. 

IS 


Cash 

and 

junsped-j 

fied 

[tenants.! 


0.8 

2 - 3 

3- 8 
5-3 
6.3 


6.4 

8.4 

17.6 

30.6 
44-7 

60.7 


17-2 
29* 8 

43- a 
54- 1 
6s-S 
75.0 


4.6 

8.6 
xs-i 
19.3 
37.x 
35.6 


13.8 
s6. x 

39-8 

50-4 

63.9 
74.2 


3.1 

4.6 
8.0 

X3.4 

X9-3 

26.6 


49.9 

32.0 

17-9 

II- 7 
8.6 
4.8 


52.2 
33-3 

31.3 
IS-S 
13.6 

8-5 

60. 
48. 8 
39-5 
32. 

28.7 

33 - 


58.6 

37-7 

33.8 

17-4 

13.1 

8.4 


62.5 

49-0 

39-3 

30-4 

aS.3 
25- 5 


Full 
Part [owners, 
owners. | mort- 
gajjed. 


19.6 
17.8 
IX. 4 
7-5 

5-6 

3-9 


20.8 
16.6 
IX. 7 
8.8 
7-5 
S-S 

31.6 

33.9 

33-2 

3X.X 

39.8 

27-3 


17.0 
13- S 

9.9 

8.0 

6.7 

4-9 


33-3 

41-1 

44.6 

44-3 

40.8 

37-9 


7-7 

iS-9 

19.6 

18.6 
14* I 

7-7 


4 - 0 
7.0 
8.3 
7-5 1 

5- 7 I 
3-3 


1-7 ! 

3-9 1 
6.4 I 

7-8 I 

8.1 I 

6.3 


Full 

own- 

ers. 

free. 


7-1 
z6.6 
25-7 
27.0 
as- 1 

30.3 


4*3 

9.8 

12.0 

ZI.6 

9.8 

7-3 

i.z 

3.8 

4-7 

6.6 

7-0 

7.0 


4-7 

8.7 
10.5 I 

9-3 

6.9 I 
3-8 


0.9 j 

3.3 

3 - 9 I 
6.0 
5-9 

4 - 5 1 


4.8 

X0.8 

12.8 
Z2. 3 
XO.4 

7.x 


X4-X 

16.7 

24*5 

34-7 

46-3 

63.2 


17-7 

33.x 

45-6 

55-0 

63.7 

74.7 


S.4 

XO.4 

15.8 
SX.8 

36. 2 

35.9 


14- 5 

38.9 

42. 5 

52*6 

63.6 
75.4 


X. 3 

3*3 

S-o 

7.6 

8.8 

8.7 


1 Percentages based on total number of farmers in age 
figures are presented in this table. 


group. 


including managers, for which 


3*0 
4-3 
7-1 
XX. 6 

x 6 . a 
23.5 

class no 
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Table 33.— Per Cent Distribution or Farmers in Each Age Group by Tenure, 
Arranged to Show Progression prom One Tenure to Another, by Geo- 
graphic Divisions: 1920 and 1910 — Continued. 

[Bold-faced figures indicate the age group in which the tenure reaches its max i mu m importance.] 


PBR CENT DISTRIBUTroN BY TENURE, || PER CENT DISTRraUTroN BY TENURE, 


DIVTSIONT AND AGE. Share Cash 
and and 
share* unsped- 


Part 

owners. 


gaged, free. 


SOUTH CENTRAL. 

White farmer 5, 

Under as years 

as to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to S4 years 

SS to 64 years 

6s years and over. . 

Colored farmers. 

Under as years . . . . 

as to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to S4 years 

SS to 64 years 

65 years and over. 


8.3 64.0 

X3* o S4‘ ^ 

17.8 44-9 


Under as years . . . 

as to 34 years 

3S to 44 years 

45 to S4 years 

SS to 64 years 

65 years and over. 


Under as years. . . 

as to 34 years 

3 S to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

SS to 64 years 

6s years and over. 


1 Percentages based on total number of farmers in age group, incl uding managers, for which no 

figures are presented in this table. 

In every case, both for the United States as a whole and for the 
several divisions, the highest percentage of share tenants appears 
in the first age group (under 25 years) . 
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For cash tenants the maximtini percentage based on the United 
States totals falls in the second age group (from 25 to 34 years) , 
though for a number of divisions the maximum falls, with that for 
share tenants, in the first group; and for the colored farmers in tlie 
Southern divisions it is uniformly in the foiirth group (from 45 to 
54 years). 

The third tenure class shown in the table comprises the part 
owners — ^those owners who rent additional land (the additional 
land hired being somewhat less, in the aggregate, than the amount 
of land owned) . For the United States and for most of the divisions 
(again excluding the southern colored farmers) the maximum 
percentage for this class falls in the third age group (from 35 to 44 
years), coming in the second age group (from 25 to 34 years) only 
for the New England, Moimtain, and Pacific divisions. 

The fourth teniure class comprises full owners mortgaged; for 
the United States and for several of the divisions the maximum 
for full owners mortgaged falls in the same age group as that for 
part owners. In other divisions, however, including the Middle 
Atlantic, West North Central, West South Central, Mountain, and 
Pacific it falls in the next older group. Hence it may be assumed 
that the mortgaged full owner represents a later stage in the 
progress toward full and unencumbered ownership than does the 
part owner. 

The final tenure class in the series, that of full owners free from 
mortgage, uniformly shows the highest percentage in the oldest 
group (65 years of age and over). 

ifARMERS BY AGE AND SIZE OE FARM. 

It has already been shown that as farmers advance in age an 
increasing percentage of them become owners of the farms which 
they operate. There appear to be definite relations also between 
the age of the farmer and the size of the farm which he operates, 
though these relations are by no means uniform in the different 
parts of the country. At the census of 1910 the farmers in the 
several age groups were classified according to the size of the farms 
which they operated. A summary of the results of this classifica- 
tion is presented in Tables 34 and 35, which show for the United 
States and for the North, South, and West the number of farms 
in each size group classified according to the age of the farm 
operator, and the per cent distribution by size. 

50687°— 24 1 
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TablB 34. — Farmers by Age and by Size of Farm, for the North, South, and 

West: 1910. 


NX7MBBR OJf iPARMS. 


SECnON A 24 Z> AGE. 

Total. 

Under 19 
acres. 

20 to 49 
acres. 

50 to 99 
acres. 

100 to 174 
acres. 

175 to 499 
acres. 

500 to 999 
acres. 

1,000 

acres 

and 

over. 

United States, 









Total 

6, 361? 50a 

839, z66 

z, 414,376 

1,438,069 

1,516, 286 

978 , 175 

125,395 

so , 135 

Reporting age 

6 » 339>476 

83 z, 08a 

1,410,38s 

1 , 434 , 94a 

1,312,413 

976,051 

124,871 

49 , 732 

Under as years 

419 ; 330 

95, 870 

135 , 158 

75 , S08 

71,907 

35,112 

4,258 

1,517 

as to 34 years 

1, 413 >876 

z8s, 901 

365,847 

310,330 

329,683 

190,347 

33,117 

8,651 

3S to 44 years 

li 571 >469 

z68, 963 

332,878 

371, 192 

399 , 183 

255 , 138 

31,439 

12,677 

45 to S4 years 

i» 43 a ;707 

zso, 064 

368,616 

332,907 

366, 70s 

264, 624 

35,141 

14, 650 

ss to 64 years 

947 j 524 

133, 531 

188,364 

221,091 

338,461 

156, 62s 

21,134 

8,318 

6s years and over. . 

SS 4 >S 70 

Z06, 754 

119,533 

123,914 

116,474 

74 , 205 

9, 782 

3,919 

Not reporting age 

33,036 

8,084 

3,991 

3,127 

3,873 

2, 124 

424 

403 

THE NORTH. 

Total 

a, S90, 6zS 

376, 04a 

401,332 

699,417 

852,051 

582, 77S 

64,313 

14,685 

Reporting age 

a, 880, 078 

272,375 

399,833 

697, 587 

850, 107 

581,446 

64,143 

14,597 

Under as years .... 

1 84, 88 a 

7 , 425 

17,745 

32,519 

42,039 

22, 257 

2,475 

422 

35 to 34 years 

573^806 

34 , 633 

66,678 

138, 670 

194, 212 

133,913 

13, 183 

2,517 

3 S to 44 years 

7 I 7»348 

54,390 

87,026 

175,016 

225,674 

155,377 

16,243 

3,622 

45 to 54 years 

697; 814 

6 Z , 132 

91,489 

16s, 769 

201, 839 

154, 773 

z8, Z09 

4,713 

ss to 64 years 

469 ; 31 S 

57,335 

77,075 

115,085 

121,946 

85,426 

10,043 

3,40s 

65 years and over. . 

396,913 

57,470 

59 , 810 

70, 528 

64,397 

39, 700 

4,090 

918 

Not reporting age 

10, 540 

3,667 

1,509 

1,830 

1,944 

1,332 

170 

88 

THE SOUTH. 









Total 

3 > 097*547 

500, 614 

955,907 

694, 737 

561,544 

322, 6x2 

41,183 

20,950 

Reporting age 

3,089,909 

498, 370 

953,585 

693, SS 7 

560,659 

322,038 

41,020 

20, 780 

Under as years .... 

378, 333 

86, 7ZO 

115,419 

41,316 

23,801 

9,222 

1,083 

682 

as to 34 years 

76a, Z09 

141,463 

288, 589 

163,055 

110, 245 

49 , 476 

5,863 

3,418 

35 to 44 years 

7 S 6 , 499 

99 , 717 

330, 638 

Z84, 069 

147, 216 

80, 124 

9,731 

5,014 

45 to S4 years 

641, 963 

73,279 

162, 033 

155,554 

141, 739 

91,837 

11,656 

5,864 

ss to 64 years 

433, 883 

SS, 238 

101,950 

99,377 

92,680 

61,459 

8,346 

3,843 

65 years and over , . 

aaS, 333 

41,873 

54,966 

SO, 186 

44,978 

29, 920 

4,341 

1,959 

Not reporting age 

7,638 

2,344 

3,323 

1, 180 

885 

574 

163 

Z70 

THE WEST. 









Total 

373,337 

63,5zo 

i 

57,137 ; 

43 , 915 

102,691 

72, 785 

19 , 799 

14,500 

Reporting age 

369, 4S9 

60,437 

56,977 

43 , 798 

lOX, 647 

72, 567 

19, 70S 

14,355 

Under as years 

16, azs 

1,735 

1,994 

1, 673 

6, 067 

3,633 

700 

413 

25 to 34 years 

77 , 961 

9 , 80s 

10,580 

8,60s 

25, 226 

16, 958 

4,071 

2, 7x6 

35 to 44 years 

97 , 633 

14, Sss 

IS, 224 

12, 107 

26, 293 

19,637 

5,465 

4,041 

45 to 54 years 

92,931 

15,663 

15,094 : 

11, 584 

23, 127 

x8, 014 

5,376 

4 , 073 

ss to 64 years 

55,326 

10,968 

9,339 

6, 629 

13,835 

9 , 740 

2,745 

* 2, 070 

6s years and over. . 

29 , 434 

7,411 

4 , 746 

200 

7,099 

4 , 585 

1,351 

1,042 

Not reporting age 

3,848 

2, 073 

160 

117 

1,044 

2X8 

91 

145 
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Table 35. — Per Cent Distribution or Farmers in Each Age Group, by Size 
OR Farm, ror the North, South, and West: 1910. 

[Maxinmm percentages for each size group in bold-faced figures .3 


SECTION AND AGS. 

Total. 

Under 

20 

acres. 

20 to 

49 

acres. 

50 to 

99 

acres. 

100 to 
174 
acres. 

175 to 
499 
acres. 

500 to 
999 
acres. 

1 

1,000 

acres 

and 

over. 

United States. 









Total 

100.00 

13 * 19 

22. 23 

22.60 

33-83 

15-38 

t -97 ! 

0.79 

Under 25 years 

zoo. 00 

22.86 

32 . 23 

18. or 

17 - IS 

8.37 

X 02 

0.36 

as to 34 year}. 

100.00 

13. IS 

25 - 88 

21.9s 

23.32 

13 - 46 

1.64 ] 

o.6x 

35 to 44 years 

100.00 

10,75 

21. x8 

23. 62 

35*40 

x6. 34 

3.00 ( 

o.8z 

45 to 54 years 

100.00 

10.47 

18. 75 

23- 24 

25.60 

18. 47 

2.45 1 

1.02 

55 to 64 years 

100.00 

13.04 

19-88 

23-33 

34. zx 

*6. 53 

3* 33 1 

0.88 

6s years and over 

zoo. 00 

19 - 35 

21. 55 

22. 34 

21. 00 

13-38 

I- -6! 

0.71 

THE NORTH. 







I 


Total 

xoo. 00 

9 * 55 

13-88 

24. 20 

29- 48 

30 . x6 

3 . 33 1 

0.51 

Under as years 

100.00 

5-95 

14. 21 

26.04 

33*66 

X 7 - 82 

1.98 

O- 34 

25 to 34 years 

100.00 

6.04 

zi* 62 

34- 17 

33.85 

31-59 

3.30 

0.44 

35 to 44 years 

zoo. 00 

7. sS 

Z2. 13 

24. 40 

31*46 

21. 66 

3. 36 

0. 50 

45 to 54 years 

zoo. 00 

8. 76 

13. IX 

2 . 3 - 75 

28. 92 

22. 18 

2.60 

0.68 

55 to 64 years 

zoo. 00 

xa. 22 

x6. 42 

24 * 53 

25.98 

x8. 30 

2- 14 

0.51 

65 years and over 

xoo. 00 

19.36 

20. 14 

23 - 75 

21. 69 

13-37 

1.38 

1 ® 

THE SOUTH. 

1 








Total 

100.00 

x6. 16 

30. 86 

33.43 

iS. 13 

10. 43 

1-33 

0.68 



31. 16 

41. 48 

14* ^5 

8-55 

3 - 31 

0. 39 

0. as 

Under 25 years 

as to 34 years 

100.00 

18. 56 

37-87 

21.39 

14.47 

6.49 

0. 77 

o. 4'5 

35 to 44 years 

100.00 I 

13- 18 

30*49 

24.33 

19* 46 

10- 59 

X.39 

0.66 

45 to 54 years 

100.00 

ZX.4Z 

35*24 

24. 23 

22. 08 

14-31 

1. 83 

0.91 

55 to 64 years 

100. 00 

13.06 

24. XX 

23-50 

21. 92 

14 . 53 

1.97 

0. 91 

65 years and over 

100. 00 

18.3s 

24.08 

21-99 

19. 71 

13- 11 

1.90 

0. 86 

THE WEST. 









Total 

100.00 

16.74 

15.30 

XI. 76 

37*51 

19- SO 

5- 30 

j 3.88 

Under 25 years 

100.00 

10. 70 

X 2 . 30 

xo. 32 

37. 42 

22. 41 

4-33 

2-55 

*5 to 34 years 

xoo. 00 

12.58 

13-57 

zx. 04 

33.36 

31 - 75 

5- 33 

3-48 

35 years 

xoo. 00 

15. 22 

15 - 59 

X 3 . 40 

a 6 . 93 

20. 12 

5.60 

4.14 

>1 e to KA vears 

xoo. 00 

16.8s 

x6. 24 

12 . 47 

24*89 

19* 38 

5. 78 

4.38 

£ ij years 

xoo. 00 

19. 82 

16. 88 

11.98 

35. ox 

17-60 

4.96 

3*74 

6s years and over 

100. 00 

25.18 

z6. Z2 

10. 87 

34. 13 

15.58 

4 - 59 

3*54 


The most significant way of interpreting these figures, perhaps, 
is to consider the percentages in the several columns as represent- 
ing the relative importance of the different ages in the proprietor- 
ship of the farms in that size group. To facilitate comparisons 
on this basis, the maximum figure in each column has been printed 
in bold-faced type. Roughly, these bold-faced figures indicate the 
age group which is most impKjitant in the operation of the farms 
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of the given size — ^not absolutely, but in proportion to the number 
of farmers in the age group. In this respect it is more significant 
as an index of the progress of farmers in the acquisition of larger 
farms than would be a simple distribution of the farms in each 
size group according to the age of the operator; for this latter 
figure would be governed largely by the proportion of all farmers 
in the age group, and there would be no maximums for either the 
youngest or the oldest of the age groups, since these are numeri- 
cally much smaller than the groups in the middle of the series. 

The relation between the age of the farm operator and the size 
of the farm operated is shown most satisfactorily by the figures 
for the Southern States. 

For the South, as a whole, 16.2 per cent of the farms in 1 910 were 
under 20 acres in size; but among the farms operated by farmers 
under 25 years of age 31.2 per cent were imder 20 acres, the min- 
imum percentage for any age group being 1 1.4 for farmers 45 to 54 
years of age. Again, while 30.9 per cent of the southern farms were 
between 20 and 49 acres in size, this size group represented 41.5 
per cent of the farms operated by farmers under 25 years of age, 
with a constantly decreasing percentage in each successive age 
group up to 65 years and over, for which group the percentage 
was only 24.1. Among the larger sized farms, on the other hand, 
the situation was reversed. Farms from 175 to 499 acres in size, 
for example, formed 3.3 per cent of those operated by farmers 
imder 25 years of age; 6.5 per cent of those operated by farmers 
from 25 to 34 years old; 10.6, 14.3, and 14.5 per cent, re- 
spectively, of those operated by the next three age groups; and 
13 . 1 per cent of those operated by farmers 65 years of age and over. 
In the figures for the South, therefore, there appears a clear-cut, 
consistent relation between the age of the farmer and the size 
of the farm, the latter increasing from group to group up to the 
age group 55 to 64 years and showing, in general, a slight recession 
for the maximum age group 65 years and over. 

Conditions in the North with respect to the two size g;roups 
comprising farms under 50 acres in size are radically different 
from those in the South, the relative importance of these small 
farms increasing generally with the increase in age. This may 
be explained in part by the importance of market gardens and 
residential farms. Beginning with the size group from 50 to 
99 acres, however, the figures for this section indicate an increase 
in the .size of the farms running along with the increase in age 
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up to the age group, 45 to 54 years, which represents the maxi- 
mum percentage in the columns for the three groups comprising 
the largest sized farms. 

In the West, except for the farms of 500 acres and over, the 
relation between age and size which prevails in the South is 
almost reversed, the older farmers holding large percentages of 
the farms in the smaller size groups, while the younger farmers, 
even the group under 25 years of age, hold large percentages of 
the farms between 100 and 499 acres in size. This is partly the 
result of the fact that among the farms last taken up under the 
homestead laws were considerable numbers of dry-land farms of 
large acreage. Some of the most productive and otherwise most 
desirable farms in the West, too, are fruit farms of relatively 
crnflll area and irrigated farms devoted to other crops. These 
doubtless make up a considerable fraction of the small farms 
operated by farmers 45 years of age and older. 

In general, then, while the correlations are not exact or uniform 
as concerns the different parts of the country, there is a satis- 
factory indication that the larger farms are operated by those 
fanners who have had considerable experience. In the totals 
for the United States, for example, farmers in the age group 
from 45 to 54 years, representing, perhaps, the most efficient 
period of a farmer’s active service, show a larger percentage 
fhan any other age group for all of the groups of farms over 
100 acres in size, and the farmers in the age group from 55 ^4 

diow percentages nearly as large. 



XI. 

THE AGRICULTURAL LADDER— FARM EXPERIENCE. 

The object of the farm experience inquiries which were carried 
on the 1920 agricultural census schedule was threefold: First, to 
show what proportion of all farmers climb the so-called agri- 
cultural ladder, from wage hand to tenant and from tenant to 
owner; second, to show the average length of time spent in each 
of the preliminary stages; and, third, to show the relation be- 
tween the age of the farmers and their status with regard to 
farm experience. The special inquiries, introduced for the first 
time in 1920, were as follows: 

How many years, if any. did you work on a fann for w^s? 

How many years have you been or were you a tenant? 

How many years have you farmed as an owner? 

Table 36 shows, by geographic divisions, the results of the 
first classification of the farm experience data for farm owners 
(owner-operators) and indicates the extent to which these men 
reported previous experience as tenant or wage hand. Because 
of the importance of age for another part of the classification, 
those schedules on which the age of the farmer was not reported 
were omitted entirely from the farm-experience tabulation. The 
figures in this and subsequent farm-experience tables represent, 
therefore, those cases where at least the age of the farmer and 
the number of years in his present (1920) tenure were reported, 
comprising about 90 per cent of the total number of farmers. 

The total number of owners for whom age and farm experience 
were reported was 3,529,743. Of this number 724,801, or 20.5 
per cent, reported experience as owner, tenant, and wage hand, 
covering the three stages of the agricultural ladder. In addition, 
837)746 farm owners reported previous experience as tenant alone, 
making altogether 1,562,547 farm owners, or 44.3 per cent of the 
total number, who reported previous experience as tenant. Both 
of these groups, so far as tenant experience is concerned, may 
safely be regarded as having made complete reports, though some 
of the second group may have failed to report their experience as 
wage hand.^ In spite of this qualification, however, the classifica- 

1 It is apparent from a study of the complete tabulation that many of the 1,468,557 farm owners who 
reported experience as owner only, at any rate, had actually had experience as wage hand, or tenant™ 
perhaps both — but failed to report it to the enumerator. (See discussion of thig point on pages 105-107.) 
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tion of farmers according to the variety of farm experience which 
they report is significant, since the number of farmers reporting 
earlier experience in any form of tenure other than the present 
one may be taken without hesitation as a minimum, and used as 
such. It is important to know, for example, that out of each loo 
farm owners in the United States at least 44 have previously 
operated a farm as tenant and at least 35 have worked on a farm 
for wages. 

Table 36 . — Farm Owners Classified According to Variety of Farm 
Experience, by Geographic Divisions; 1920. 


[Owners who did not report both age and number of years as owner are omitted from this table.] 


DIVISION 

FARM OWNERS REPORTING EXPERIENCE. 

PER CENT OF 
TOTAL RE- 
PORTING 
PREVIOUS 
EXPERIENCE 

1 

Per- 

centage 

of 

tenancy 

among 

all 

farmers. 

Total 

number. 

Number reporting experience as — 

Owner, 
tenant, 
and wage 
hand. 

Owner 

and 

tenant. 

Owner 
and wage 
hand. 

Owner 

only. 

Tenant. 

Wage 

hand. 

Unitsd States. . . 

3 » S 29 j 743 

724,801 

837) 746 

498,639 

1,468,557 

44-3 

34*7 

38.1 

New England 

124, 288 

10, 79a 

7 ) 274 

32,214 

74,008 

14.5 

34-6 

7-4 

Middle Atlantic 

293)494 

61 ) 074 

42)039 

58,321 

132,060 

35*1 

40.7 

ao. 7 

East North Central — 

697,07a 

162,338 

141,879 

122,269 

270,586 

43-6 

40.8 

aS. I 

West North Central . . . 

650,933 

182,050 

158, 148 

104, 756 

205,979 

52.3 

44.1 

34-2 

South Atlantic 

542,469 

73)966 

127,961 

50,479 

290,063 

37*2 

22.9 

46.8 

East South Central. . . . 

475 , xoi 

77)692 

157, 237 

aS, lox 

2x2,071 

49.4 

22.3 

49-7 

West South Central . . . 

409 ) 584 

89)805 

150,337 

27,451 

141,991 

58.6 

28.6 

52.9 

Mountain 

181, 40S 

35)634 

30, 530 

40,370 

74)874 

36.5 

41-9 

IS- 4 

Pacific 

ISS) 394 

31)450 

22,341 

34,678 

66,925 

34-6 

43.6 

30. X 


In the last column of Table 36 is shown the percentage of 
tenancy among all farmers. Between this column and the 
column showing the percentage of owners reporting previous 
experience as tenant significant comparisons may be made. 
In the Moimtain division, for example, where only 15.4 per cent 
of the farmers in 1920 were tenants, 36.5 per cent of the owners 
(or more than twice the tenancy percentage) reported previous 
experience as tenant. These figures, representing, so to speak, 
a very rapid “turnover,** might indicate that a large percentage 
of the tenancy in this division was of the transitional variety, 
and that the time spent in the tenant stage was relatively short, 
though in this case it is probable that m an y of the men had had 
this tenant experience elsewhere before coming into the Mountaiii 
division. In the New Bngland division, also, the percentage 
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of farm owners reporting experience as tenant was practically 
twice the percentage of tenancy, and in none of the other divisions 
outside the South was it less than one and one-half times as 
great. In two divisions of the South, however, the percentage 
of tenancy was greater than the percentage of owners who had 
been tenants, and in the third (the West South Central division) 
the percentage of tenancy was only a little smaller. In the 
South, then, the turnover from tenancy to ownership is not so 
rapid; or, rather, by reason of the existence of a larger class of 
permanent tenants, it applies to only a part of the whole number 
of farm tenants. 

Table 37 introduces an additional element, namely, the classi- 
fication according to number of years under present (1920) tenure 
and diows also for both owners and tenants the average age and 
the average number of years under the present form of temure. 


Table 37.— Average Age or Farm Owners and Tenants in the United 
States, and Average Time under Present Tenure: 1920. 

[Faxmeis who did not report both age and number of years as owner or tenant are omitted from this table.] 


KX7MB8R OH* YEARS UN- 
DER PRESENT FORM 
OF TENURE. 

OWNERS. 

TENANTS. 

PER CENT 
DISTRIBUTION. 

Number. 


Average 
time as 
owner 
(years). 

Number. 

Average 

age 

(years). 

A^verage 
time as 
tenant 
(years). 

Owners. 

Ten- 

ants. 

Total 

3>S39»743 

48. 8 

HI 

2, 303, 769 

39-1 

IX. X 

zoo. 0 

zoo.o 

X to 4 years 

fissi 535 

38.4 

3.4 

666, 2x5 

3X.6 

2-5 

x8.6 

30. 3 

S to 9 years 

6x7, 530 

43.0 

6.8 

530, 008 

34-9 

6.7 

17*5 

33.6 

xo to X4 years 

578^668 

45-9 

11.6 

376, 634 

39-6 

XX, 4 

16.4 

17. I 

25 to X9 years 

437 j 821 

49*2 

16.6 

326, 507 

43*7 

16.3 

12.4 

10.3 

30 to 34 years 

383,099 

52.7 

3X. X 

X78, 138 

48.6 

30.9 

xo. 8 

8.x 

95 to 99 years 

359, 096 

SS-9 

36.3 

91,765 

59.1 

36.0 

7*3 

4-3 

30 to 34 years 

330,354 

S9-7 

31. 0 

71,853 

56.7 

30.6 

6.5 

3*3 

3S to 39 years 

X4X,033 

63.8 

36. 3 

271 738 

60.0 

36.0 

4.0 

1.3 

40 to 44 years 

X36, 954 

66.3 

40.8 

99,993 

64.5 

40.5 

3.6 

X.4 

45 years and over 

xoo,684 

72.4 

49*7 

14,918 

70.6 

49.1 

3.9 

0.7 


The average age of farm owners in 1920 was 48.8 years, while 
the average age of tenants was 39.1 years. The owners, on the 
average, had been farming as owners 16.2 years, or since the age 
of 32.6 years, while the tenants had been renting ii.i years, or 
since the age of 28 years. Tess than one-half of the tenants (46.2 
per cent) had been renting for 10 years or more, while nearly two- 
thirds of the owners (63.9 per cent) had operated farms of their 
own lo years or more 
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For both owners and tenants the number who had been farming 
less than 5 years under their present form of tenure was greater 
than the number in any other 5-year group. This is what one 
might expect. If a uniform number of men began farming each 
year, then the number who started in any given past year would 
at the present time be e^ual to the number who started minus those 
who had since died or changed to some other occupation. Hence, 
the present number of owners who started as owners in any given 
past year would be less than the present number of those who 
started in any subsequent year. 

The rapid fall in the number of tenants above the first group of 
5 years of experience as tenants, as compared with the slower 
fall in the number of owners in the corresponding groups, would 
indicate that while more men may enter the ranks of the tenants 
each year than become owners, they tend to leave that class in afew 
years, while the owners remain. The average age of owners with 
less than 5 years of experience as owner was 38.4 years, while 
the average for tenants in the corresponding class was 31.6 years, 
or 6.8 years lower. 

Table 38 gives for farm owners, grouped according to variety of 
farm experience and according to number of years of ownership, 
the average age and the average number of years of each kind of 
experience. In this table may be noted the effect of the general 
tendency to report periods of years as well as ages in round numbers ; 
that is, to report “ 20 years, ” for example, not only where the num- 
ber of years was exactly 20, but also where it was 21, 22, or even 23. 
The effect of this tendency is to make most of the averages shown 
in this table somewhat smaller than the true average. Since the 
variation from this source is in the same direction throughout, 
however, and is fairly uniform, it ma” be disregarded in any gen- 
eral discussion of the data. 

A large proportion of the owners were reported as becoming 
owners without previous farm experience or with previous farm 
experience of only one kind. If the average age at beginning 
farm experience, which is shown in the table for the first group 
only, were computed for the fourth group, by subtracting the average 
total farm experience from the average age, it would appear that 
the farmers who reported experience as owner only were 30.8 
years old, on the average, when they began farm work, as com- 
pared with 22.2 years for those who reported experience as wage 
hand, tenant, and owner. 
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Tablb 38 .— AvErags Age and Farm Experience oe Farm Owners in the 
United States, CtAssrwED According to Number op Years as Owner: 1920. 

[Owners who did not report both age and number of years as owner are omitted from this table.] 


OWNERS REPORTING TIME AS — 


NUMBER OF YEARS 

AS OWNER* 

Owner, tenant, and wage hand. 

Owner and 
tenant. 

Number. 

Aver- 

age 

present 

age 

Cyrs.). 

Average farm escperience 
(years). 

Av- 
erage 
age at 
begin- 
ning 
farm 
work 
(yrs.). 

Number. 

Av- 

erage 

age 

(yrs.). 

m 

H 


As 

wage 

hand. 

Total 

rUjSoz 





S.8 

38 . 2 

83 7 » 746 

47-6 











I to 4 years 

167, loa 

40.3 

17.0 

2.3 

8.9 

S.8 

23.3 

X 93 » 47 i 

37-7 

S to 9 years 

143^086 

44-6 

21. s 

6.8 

8.7 

6.0 

23.1 

156; 933 

42.0 

xo to Z4 years 

13 1 1 80s 

48.7 

a6. 1 

11.6 

8.5 

6.0 

32.6 

143 » 40 I 

46.3 

IS to 19 years 

96,90s 

52*1 

30.4 

16.6 

7-9 

S -9 

21. 7 

105,578 

49.9 

80 to 34 years 

78,993 

55*7 

34-4 

31.3 

7-3 

S *9 

31.3 

83»443 

53*9 

as to 39 years 

43 iS 96 

s 8-7 

38.3 

36.3 

6.3 

S-6 

20.5 

Si ;474 

S 7-1 

30 to 34 years 

33*397 

62.3 

42. s 

31.0 

6.x 

5.4 

X9.8 

43 »lSl 

6r. I 

3 S to 39 years, 

18,090 

63.3 

46.5 

36. 2 

S -3 

S.o 

x8.8 

25^965 

64.0 

40 t 0 44 y^l^ 

II, 7 XS 

68.9 

SO. 8 

40.9 

S.o 

4.9 

18. X 

20, 817 

67.6 

45 years and over 

6 , 3 X 3 

74.1 

57-0 

48.8 

4.0 

4.8 

17.1 

I 3 »S 13 

72.9 


OWNERS REPORTING TIME AS — 


NUMBER OF YEARS 
AS OWNER. 

Owner and tenant — 
Continued. 

Owner and wage hand. 

Owner only. 

Average farm 
experience (years). 

Total. 

As 

own- 

er. 

As 

ten- 

ant. 

Num- 

ber, 

Aver- 

age 

(yrs.). 

Average farm 
experience (years). 

Num- 

ber. 

Av- 

erage 

age 

(yrs.). 

Av- 

erage 

farm 

ex- 

peri- 

ence 

(yrs.)i 

Total. 

As 

own- 

er. 

As 

wage 

hand. 

Total 

33.5 

14. 1 

8-4 

498, 639 

48.6 

23.8 

17.0 




18.4 

z to 4 years 

11-3 

2.3 

9.0 

77 ; 483 

36- 7 

9-3 

a. 5 

6.8 

217, 470 

38. X 

2*5 

5 to 9 years 

15-7 

6.8 

8.9 

84 ; S 9 S 

40.5 

13-7 

6-8 

6.9 

232, 906 

41.1 

6.8 

10 to 14 years 

20.5 

II* s 

9.0 

80,960 

44*8 

18.7 

II. 6 

7-1 

323 , 503 

44-3 

11. 6 

IS to 19 years 

25.0 

16. s 

8.S 

63; SS6 

48.5 

23*7 

16.6 

7-1 

I7I; 782 

47,4 

16. 5 

30 to 34 years 

39.3 

81 . Z 

8.3 

58, sS6 

52.4 

28.3 

21.2 

7.1 

167, 077 

SO. 9 

21 . I 

35 to 39 years 

33-4 

26. 2 

7.3 

42, 735 

55-8 

33-0 

26.3 

6.7 

I2I, 29X 

54-3 

26. 3 

30 to 34 years 

38.0 

31.0 

7.0 

37 ; 947 

59*9 

37*7 

31-1 

6.6 

115 ; 959 

58.3 

30.9 

3 S to 39 years 

42.3 

36.3 

6.0 

23,069 

63.1 

42.3 

36.3 

6. 0 

73; 898 

61. 7 

36. 3 

40 to 44 years 

46. 6 

40*8 

5-8 

17 ; 454 

67. 0 

46.6 

40. 8 

5*8 

76, 968 

65-4 

40. 7 

45 years and over. . 

53-8 

48.9 

4.9 

12,255 

73* 2 

54*7 

49-4 

5*3 

68, 704 

72.0 

50.1 


* Number of years as owner, no other farm experience being reported. 
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While those men who actually became farm owners directly, 
without previous experience in farm work, would doubtless show a 
higher average age at beginning than those who began as farm 
hands working for wages, the difference would hardly be so great 
(nor the number of cases so large) as the figures in the table would 
indicate. On the other hand, if a part of the owners who had 
actually had previous experience as wage hand or tenant, or both, 
failed to report such previous experience, the higher apparent age 
at beginning would be explained. It seems probable, as already 
stated, that this is what took place; and while the average ages at 
beginning work, as computed in the same way for farm owners 
reporting only one form of previous experience — 25.1 for those 
reporting owner and tenant and 24.8 for those reporting owner 
and wage hand — are not by any means as high as for those report- 
ing experience as owner only, it is probable that there was some 
failure to report experience of another kind, even here. 

A word of caution must be added with regard to the use of 
this table and other tables presenting data classified according 
to number of years as owner or tenant as a basis for what might 
be termed “historical” conclusions. It might appear, for ex- 
ample, that significant deductions could be made from the figures 
in Table 38 with regard to changes from decade to decade in 
the average age at which men began to work on farms for wages. 
This average age, as shown in the table, for farmers reporting 
experience of all three kinds was 23.3 years for owners of less 
tbgn 5 years’ standing, as against 17.1 years for those who, had 
been owners 45 years and over. 

It seems probable that the average age at beginning farm 
work for wages is higher, as a matter of fact, than it was 40 years 
ago, especially in view of the greater length of time which boys 
spend in school; but the difference in the computed average 
ages referred to can not be assumed to represent this increase. 
In fact, a careful study of the situation makes it clear that no 
conclusions of such historical nature can be drawn from the 
results of a single investigation, however reasonable the conclu- 
sions may seem. 

In this case the fallacy lies in failing to take account of the 
effects of mortality. An investigation of the individual returns 
for the “i to 4 years” group reveals a number of cases where 
farmers were 25, 30, 35, and even 40 years old when they began 
their farm experience These cases, of course, contribute ma- 
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terially to the relatively high average age at beginning farm 
experience for this group. The “45 years and over” group 
doubtless had about the same proportion of such cases in the 
early stages of its owner experience, but most of these men, by 
reason of their greater age, have died in the intervening 40 years 
or more, leaving only those who started out as very young men; 
hence the average age at beginning is low for the present group, 
largely by reason of the mortality among those members of the 
original group who were relatively old when they began their 
farm experience. 

Again, the group reporting 45 years of ownership and over 
shows a much lower average time spent as tenant than the group 
reporting less than 5 years of ownership. It seems probable 
that there has been some increase in the average time a man must 
spend as a tenant before he can acquire the ownership of a farm, 
since the price of farm land, even if computed in equivalent 
labor or commodity units rather than in dollars, is decidedly 
higher than it was 40 years ago. But, so far as concerns the 
difference in the average time shown for the several groups in the 
tables, that is due in part to the same cause which affects the 
average age at beginning farm work and in part to the way the 
classification is made. Of all the men who started in ownership 
at the same time as the survivors who make up the present “45 
years and over ’ ’ group those who had had a long prior experience 
as tenant are for the most part dead, by reason of their greater 
age; and among men of similar age, or of approximately the same 
date of beginning farm work, those who spent a long time as 
tenant have not yet had time to complete 45 years as owner and 
appear in an earlier group in the classification on this basts. 
For these two reasons, then, the men who would bring up the 
average time as tenant for the “45 years and over” group are 
not in the group ; either they were so old when they started that 
they have now passed away, or they have not yet had time 
(after their long tenant experience) to attain the required 45 
years of owner experience. The “i to 4 years” group, on the 
other hand, still retains practically its original make-up, including 
many men of extended tenant experience who will die long before 
the 5 years which now forms the maximum limit of ownership 
in this group has become 45 years; nor will any new recruits be 
added to take their places. It is the inclusion of these older 
men, then, which is largely responsible for the higher average 
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number of years of tenant experience among those who have 
been farm owners less than 5 years. 

For a number of reasons the data relating to experience as farm 
tenant appear to be more significant than those relating to experi- 
ence as wage hand. The figures for farm owners reporting 
previous experience as tenant are therefore summarized in 
Table 39. 

Tabl^ 39 .-— Farm Owners Reporting Previous Experience as Tenant, 
CLASSIFIED According to Number op Years as Owner: 1920. 


NUMBER OF YEARS AS OWNER. 

FARM OWNERS REPORTING FARM EXPERIENCE AND AGE. 

Total. 

Reporting previous experience as tenant. 

Total. 

Tenant 
and wage 
band. 

Tenant 

only. 

Number. 

Per cent. 

Total 

3 > 529. 743 

I. 562 , 547 

44-3 

724. 801 

837,746 

I to 4 years 

655,525 

360,573 

55.0 

167,102 

193,471 

5 to 9 years 

617, 520 

300. 019 

48.6 

143,086 

zs6, 933 

10 to 14 years 

578.668 

27s, ao6 

47.6 

131.80s 

143. 401 

IS to 19 years 

437. 821 

203, 483 

46. 3 

96,905 

105,578 

aoto 24 years 

382.099 

156,436 ' 

40.9 

72,993 

83,443 

as to 29 years 

259,096 

95. 070 

36.7 

43 . 596 

51.474 

30 to 34 years 

230, 354 

76,448 

33.2 

33 . 297 

43 . 151 

35 to 39 years 

Z4X, 022 

44,055 

31.3 

18,090 

25.965 

40 to 44 y^^TS 

126, 954 

32, 532 

25. 6 

11,715 

20 , 8 x 7 

4S years and 

zoo. 684 

19. 72s 

Z 9. 6 

6, 3 X 2 

13. 513 


The table shows that 44.3 per cent of all farm owners re- 
porting farm experience had been tenants before becoming 
owners. Taking the groups into which farmers are divided on 
the basis of length of experience as owner and reading from the 
bottom of the column upward, the proportion shows a contin- 
uous increase, from 19.6 per cent for the group comprising 
those who had been owners 45 years or more to 55 per cent for 
those who had been owners less than 5 years. 

No historical inferences from this table are possible, however, 
for reasons already discussed in connection with the subject of 
average age. A person who became an owner 45 years ago and is 
still an owner would not be likely to have been a tenant before 
that. Had he been a tenant over 45 years ago he would prob- 
ably now be dead or he would have been an owner less than 45 
years and would, therefore, appear in a higher group in the table. 
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The operation of mortality and the natural limitations of the 
classification on the basis of number of years as owner, therefore, 
account largely for the rise in percentage from group to group. 

mortauty among tenants and graduation into ownership. 

Conclusions of especial interest can be drawn from the figures 
representing farm owners who have been such less than lo years. 
Data of this kind are shown, by geographic divisions, in Table 40. 


Table 40 . — Number and Percentage of Farm Owners of I..ESS Than io 
Years’ Standing Who Reported Previous Experience as Tenant, by 
Geographic Divisions: 1920. 



FARM OWNERS REPORTING 
FARM EXPERIENCE WHO 
HAVE BEEN OWNERS LESS 
THAN 10 YEARS (1 TO 9 
YEARS). 


FARM OWNERS REPORTING 
FARM EXPERIENCE WHO 
HAVE BEEN OWNERS LESS 
THAN 10 YEARS (1 TO 9 

years). 

nXVISXON. 

Total. 

Reporting pre- 
vious experience 
as tenant. 

mvisiON. 

Total. 

Reporting pre- 
vious experience 
as tenant. 


Number. 

Per cent. 



Number. 

Per 

cent. 

United States. 

I, 973. 04s 

660, 599 

sr .9 

South Atlantic 

East South Central. . 
West South Central , 

178, 791 

84,000 

47.0 

New England 

41, 607 

7 . 136 

X 7 . 1 

154 . 353 

149. 958 

99. 5x9 
100, 716 

59.9 

67. 9 

Middle Atlantic 

XXO, 8 X 9 

43 . 530 

39-3 

Mountain 

89, 844 

35 . 433 

39>4 

East North Central . . 

S50, 79Z 

197 , 91S 

sr.o 

Pacific 

66, 783 

94, 00a 

35-9 

West North Central. 

930, X 77 

14 s. 368 

63, ^ 



According to this table at least 660,000 tenants became owners 
between 1910 and 1920 and were still owners at the end of the 
decade. This represents about 28 per cent of the total number 
of tenants at the beginning of the decade (2,354,676). It may 
be estimated, however, that of the tenants at the beginning of the 
decade 305,000 died before 1920 and, therefore, that about 33 
per cent, or one-third, of those who lived had become owners by 
1920. Of those who did not become owners we do not know how 
many were still tenants at the close of the decade or how many 
gave up farming or went into other occupations or possibly be- 
came farm laborers. 

If we exclude the South from this comparison the percentages 
become 47 and 53.6, respectively. That is to say, the owners who 
had been tenants at some time during the preceding 10 years 
represent 47 per cent of the total number of tenants at the begin- 
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ning of the decade and 53.6 per cent of the 1920 survivors of those 
fanners who were tenants in 1910. 

These statements are based on the assumption that all the ten- 
ants who had become owners by 1920 were included among the 
tenants enumerated in 1910, but of course this was not the case, 
as some of the tenants who had acquired farms by 1920 became 
tenants later than 1910; but since the total number of tenant 
farms increased but little dirring the decade it is probable that 
the greater number of these simply leased farms which had previ- 
ously been leased and therefore took the place of previous tenants. 

These interesting comparisons may be supplemented by certain 
data based on the numbers of farm owners and tenants in 1920 
and 1910 classified according to age, in combination with mor- 
tality rates from the 1910 rural life tables, which are presented in 
Tables 41, 42, and 43. 

Table 41 , — ^Number op Farm Owners and Tenants in the United States in 
1910 AND 1920, WITH Estimated Mortality during the Decade and Increase 
OVER 1910 Survivors. 1 


AGE IN 1910 . 

Number 
in 1910 . 

MORT 

(bstzm 

Decen- 
nial rate 
per 1,000. 

ALITY 

atbd). 

Number. 

Survivors 
in 1920 . 

AGB IN 1920 . 

Number, 
census of 
1920 . 

Increase 
over 1910 
surviv- 
ors,* 

FAKM OWNEES. 

3 . 948, 7*2 


S64, 469 

3, 084, 253 


3 . 925. 090 

840, 837 

Under 25 years 

as to 34 years 

3S to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

ss years and over. . . 
Unknown 

PAEM TENANTS. 

Total 



97. 690 
620, 961 
969. 859 

1, 036, 493 
X, 209, 965 

13. 754 

2. 354 . 676 

49-3 

60. 8 

83.1 

145-4 
48s- 6 
2x8. 9 

4, 8x6 
37. 78a 

80,595 
ISO, 706 
587. 559 

3 . on 

30s. 653 

92, 874 
583.179 

889, 264 

885, 787 

622, 406 

10, 743 

2, 049, 023 

Under 25 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over, . 
Unknown 

87.400 
561,443 
938, 174 

x, oax, 445 

780,579 
483.994 ! 

52, 056 

a. 454 , 804 

87,400 

468.568 

354*995 
13a, x8x 
—105, ao8 
— X38,4xa 

41. 313 

405,781 

Under 25 years 

as to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 years and over. . . 
Unknown 



316, 820 

777 . 315 
585, 398 
384, 490 
283. 739 

7 . 014 

49-3 

60. 2 
83. I 

X45. 4 

485. 6 
X29. 8 

IS. 619 
46, 788 
48, 647 

55 . 90s 
137. 784 

9X0 

30X, aoz 

730.427 

536. 751 
328, 585 

145. 955 
6, X04 

Under 25 years 

as to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

6s years and over. . 
Unknown 

290, 796 

753 . 595 
630, 588 
446, 9S6 
205, 966 
96. 562 

30. 311 

290. 796 

453 . 394 

- 99 * 839 
-89, 76s 
— xaa, 6x9 

— 49. 393 

24. 207 


' Based on 1910 rural life tables for males. * A minus sign (—) denotes decrease. 
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Tabi^e 42 . — ^Number of White Farm Owners and Tenants in the United 
States in 1910 and 1920, with Estimated Mortality during the Decade 
AND Increase over 1910 Survivors.^ 


ACe IN 1910 . 

Number 
in 1910 . 

mortality 

(estimated). 

Survivors 
in 1920 . 

AGE IN 1920 . 

Number, 
census of 
1920 . 

Increase 
over 1910 
surviv- 
ors.^ 

Decen- 
nial rate 
per 1,000. 

Number. 

FARM OWNERS. 








Total 

3 . 707, sox 


809.395 

2, 898, 176 


3. 691. 868 

793 , 699 




i 





Under 25 years. .. . 

80, 961 

80, p6z 

Under as years 

9X, 0x0 

49-3 

4.487 

86, 523 

2$ to 34 years 

534 , 868 

448 , 345 

25 to 34 years 

S8S» 56a 

60. 2 

35 . 250 

550. 312 

35 to 44 years 

888,497 

338, X8s 

35 to 44 years 

9x4, 979 

83. 1 




953 , 784 


45 to 54 years 

972, 941 




ee fn Aa 

ZX4, 840 

55 years and over. , - 

X, X 3 X, 94a 

485.6 

549 . 671 

582, 271 

65 years and over. . 

734 * 795 
449 , 624 

”"96, 680 
—132, 647 

Unknown 

IX, 067 

2x8.3 

9 . 416 

8, 651 

TTfilmrk'oim 



FARM TENANTS. 



49, 339 

40, 688 

Total 

X. 676, ss8 


905 , 877 

1, 470, 68x 


r, 740, 363 






209p Oo2 






Under 25 years 

207, S 3 S 

907 , S 3 S 

Under as years 

234. 866 

49-3 

XI, 579 

223, 287 

95 to 34 years 

589, 841 

366. 554 

25 to 34 years 

586, S 7 S 

60. 2 

35 . 3XX 

SSX 264 




35 to 44 years 

4x3,479 

83.1 

34, 360 

379 , 1 X 9 

44 . • • , . 

45 to 54 years... .... 

450, 382 

979, 975 

*~94, 88a 
— 99 , 837 

45 to 54 years 

959 , 392 

X45 . 4 

37 , 716 

22X, 676 

ccf ftA VMire 



55 years and over, . . 

177, 866 

485.6 

86,372 

91 , 494 

65 years and over . 

131, 090 

54 , 535 

—90, 580 
—36 , 959 

Unknown 

4 , 387 

ia2. 9 

539 

3. 848 

Unknown 

21, 699 

17, 851 


^ Based on 19x0 rural life tables for 'vrhite xnales. 2 A minus sign (— ) denotes decrease. 


The first of these three tables (Table 41) presents data for all 
fanners in the United States. It shows that fanners who were 
under 25 years old and owned their farms in 1910 numbered 
97,690; that, according to estimates based on the mortality 
tables, 4,816 of them died before 1920, leaving 92,874 survivors; 
but in 1920 there were 561,442 farm owners, 25 to 34 3rears of age, 
which is the group into which those who were under 25 years old 
10 years earlier would fall, so that to the group of owners in this 
period of life 468,568 were added during the decade. It is fairly 
clear, therefore, that either from the ranks of farm laborers or 
tenmts, or from other occupations, 468,568 farm owners were re- 
cruited durmg the decade. Additions to the numbers of owners are 
shown also for those who were 25 to 34 and 35 to 44 years old in 
1910. Only in the older age groups has the number declined, 
chiefly, it is to be presumed, through retirement of farmers or 
their transfer to other occupations. 
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Table 43,— -Number of Farm Owners and Tenants in the United States, 
Excluding the South, in 1910 and 1920, with Estimated Mortality during 
the Decade and Increase over 1910 Survivors. ^ 


age in 1910. 


farm owners. 
Total 


Under 25 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 4A years 

4S to 54 years 

55 years and over. . 
Unknown 


farm tenants. 
Total 


Number 
in 1910. 


Decen- 
nial rate 
per 1,000. 


Under 25 years — 

2S to 34 years 

3S to 44 years 

4S to 54 years 

55 years and over. 
Unknown 


a , 404i 21Z 


4S, 17a 
344, S56 
587, 040 
651, 471 
761, 727 
10,945 

817. 924 


89. 473 

295, 708 
2X6, 136 
ISO, 754 
83, 30s 
2, 548 


MORTAI,lTY 

(estimated). 


49.3 

60. 2 
83.1 
145*4 
485.6 
224. 2 


49.3 
6a a 
83, 1 

145.4 

485.6 
xaa. z 


Number. 


Survivors 
in 1920. 


538, 991 


2,375 
20, 760 
48, 783 
94 , 724 
369, 89s 
3,454 


4.41I 
17,801 
17, 96Z 
Z9, oza 
40, 453 
311 


X> 865, 220 


45, 797 
324, 096 
538, 257 
556, 747 
391, 832 
8,491 


717, 975 


85, o6a 
277, 907 

198,17s 
iil» 743 
43, 852 
3 , 337 


AGE IN 1920. 


Under 25 years. . . . 
25 to 34 years. . . 

35 to 44 years. . . 

45 to 54 years. . . 

55 to 64 years. . . 

65 years and over . 
Unknown 


Under 25 years. . . . 
as to 34 years. . . 

35 to 44 years. , . 

45 to 54 years, . . 

55 to 64 years. . . 

65 years and over . . 
Unknown 


Number, 
census of 
1920. 


2, 337, 86 $ 

38, 846 
3x9, 863 
552, 20X 
6x6, 776 
4S4, 439 
281, 5x8 
34 , 23a 


863,683 


76,343 

3X6, 545 
338, 056 
X36, 248 
6 x, 9SX 

33 , 430 
Z 2 , ZO8 


Increase 
over 1910 
surviv- 
ors,* 


462. 64s 



I4S, 708 


76, 343 

33 X, 483 

—39, 851 
— 6x, 927 
—49, 791 

—20, 420 
9.871 


X Based on xqio rural life tables for males. 


* A minus sign (— ) denotes decrease. 


For tenants the stoty is different. Only in the youngest age 
group is a recruiting of tenant farmers to be noted, mainly, it is 
to be supposed, from the wage-hand class. In the older groups 
the number of tenants leaving this status is substantial, indicat- 
ing that these tenants have succeeded in acquiring farms and 
have become owners or have left agriculture for other pursuits. 
That most of them are still farmers and now operate their own 
farms is suggested by the substantial additions to the ranks of 
farm owners in the corresponding age groups. 

Substantially similar conclusions may be drawn from the 
figures shown for white farmers alone in Table 42 and for all 
farmers outside the Southern States ‘ in Table 43. 


X Because of tJhe lack of dependable mortality statistics for the colored race in the South, separate tables 
have not been presented either for the South as a whole or for colored farmers as a separate class. 
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These tables point to the conclusion that tenancy in the United 
States, especially in the North, is largely a transitional status; 
that farm owners are constantly being recruited from the ranks 
of tenants and laborers; and that an agricultural career in the 
United States is essentially an economic ladder rather than a life 
of continuous endeavor on the same economic plane, without 
opportunity to rise above the status in which one began. 

The general conclusions from the consideration of the age and 
tenure figures are that a reasonable proportion of tenancy is a 
normal and healthy condition of agriculture in a country that 
has reached a state of development where land is not over- 
abundant; that there is no evidence of ’an alarming increase in 
tenancy; that the American farmer in a great majority of cases 
still spends the latter part of his life as an independent owner; 
and that the proportion who so finish out their lives is not mate- 
rially diminishing. 



XII. 


THE AGRICULTURAL LADDER— SPECIAL SURVEYS. 


Studies made by the Office of Farm Management of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture show that most American farms change 
ownership about once in a generation, and a large number do so 
several times during the average business life of the ordinary 
man.‘ The percentage of farms that are acquired through 
inheritance is surprisingly small. An additional percentage of 
farms are purchased with capital derived from other industries, 
but the great majority of farms must be more or less completely 
recapitalized at least once each generation; that is, they must 
pay for themselves, either wholly or in part.® An indication of 
the proportion of American farms which must be thus recapital- 
ized, or, in other words, must be made to pay for themselves 
either partly or wholly, may be found in the following data. 

Studies made in three townships in Sedgwick County, Kans., 
showed that 5.9 per cent of the present owners acquired their 
farms through inheritance, 13.7 per cent obtained their land under 
the Homestead Act, and the remaining 80.4 per cent bought the 
farms they now own, three-fourths of them on deferred pay- 
ments averaging 44 per cent of the total purchase price, the other 
one-fourth pa3dng cash in full. In most of these latter cases 
the purchase money was obtained from the sale of other farms, 
though in a few cases it represented capital taken from other 
industries. The conditions under which approximately 60 per 


1 See Farm Tmancy in the United States, by W. J. Spatatan and E. A. Goldenwdser, Yearboolcof the 

majority of farms must pay for themselves during each gmeration is sub- 
ject to certain quaUfications: First, where the landK)wmng class is already estab^hed, af asrly liuge fraction 
of the value of farms passes by inheritance from one generation to another. This fraction will be Iwger 
as the average size of farm families grows smaller and as a larger fraction of the whole number of chiUrm 
remain in a^cultaral pursuits. In the past so years the farm families have b^ ^atively large, and tte 
movement of population from the farms to the cities has been very rapid. In the eommg so years to 
movement to the cities will doubtless be less rapid and the farm families will without question be sm^^ 
S eco nd, the proposition assumes that all mortgages are eventuaUy pmd 

debt. Thishasnotbeenby any means the case even in times past, and mthefutureitislikriy tote era 

less frequently the case as farmers lose their inherited fear of debt and learn to look uponam^^gedebtM 

representing capital legitimately borrowed for productive uses. With tto chmge of attitude f armws ^ 

be content to operate on borrowed capital, just as railroads and ^ufacturmg 

operate on permanently borrowed capital. Third, even where the farm mortgage is paid ® 

of years, it is very frequently pmd. not out of the surplus profits of the farm, but out of to leptimatcl^g 

expenses of the farmer and his famUy. The rapidity with which the ““'Jf 

in many cases not so much on the proBtableness of the farm as it does the willingness the farmer to 
Skimp and get along on less than a reasonable allowance for the necessiUes and comforts of life. 
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cent of these farms were purchased require that, in order that 
full ownership may be acquired during the life of the present 
occupant, each of the farms must provide not only a living for 
the family upon it and interest on indebtedness, but an additional 
income that will enable the average purchaser during his occu- 
pancy to put aside 44 per cent of the purchase price. 

Similar studies of five townships in a large agricultural county 
in Illinois gave the following results; 15.5 per cent of the present 
farm owners obtained their farms by inheritance; 69 per cent of 
them bought on deferred pa3nnents, the average mortgage given 
at the time of purchase representing 63 per cent of the purchase 
price; and 15.5 per cent paid cash for their farms at the timp^ of 
purchase. In this case 69 per cent of the farms, in order that 
their present owners may during their occupancy obtain full title 
free from debt, must produce a living for the farmer’s family, 
interest on the mortgage, and sufScient surplus to permit a saving 
of 63 per cent of the total purchase price. 

In these studies a complete history of each farm owner was 
obtained, so far as possible. In the great majority of cases 
these men either began as hired men or worked on the home farm 
for several years after attai n ing maturity. In this way they 
obtained sufficient capital to become tenants. In the case of 
young men who stay on the home farm, the usual course is for 
the father, when the son marries, to establish him in business as 
a ten^t. In other cases, after accumulating some capital out 
of their earnings, the young men start as tenants and aim to save 
enough to make the first payment on a farm, giving a mortgage 
for the balance. In the majority of cases these ‘mortgages are 
slowly canceled, and the farmer reaches at an advanced period 
of life the status of an owner free from debt. 

While ^is process of acquiring ownership proceeds in a normal 
manner, it is evident that a considerable proportion of the farmers 
operating at any particular time must be tenants, and the pres- 
ence of tenant farming under such conditions represents a normal 
and healthful condition of agriculture. Not only that, but there 
will be a considerable proportion of mortgaged farms, and in so 
far as mortgages represent progress from tenancy to ownership, 
they are a desirable economic phenomenon. 



XIII. 

TYPES OF TENANCY. 

The commotily accepted idea of farm tenure is that it is chiefly- 
concerned with the distinction between farm o-wnership and farm 
tenancy — the status of the farm owner, operating his own farm, 
and that of the farm tenant, operating land hired from a landlord. 
As a matter of fact, the distinctions are by no means as simple as 
this; and instead of two clear-cut and readily definable tenure 
classes, there are at least nine classes for which statistics are avail- 
able in the form of census figures. And within each one of the 
nine classes there are considerable variations in actual conditions, 
especially within the several classes of tenants. And when the 
cash tenants and the croppers, -with all the intermediate classes, 
are consolidated into one group imder the general title of “ten- 
ants,” the variation is of course very much greater. 

Theoretically, the operator of a farm is the man who directs or 
controls the work which is done on the farm. As a matter of fact, 
not all farm operators are free to control their own activities. 
Sometimes the holder of a mortgage on an owner-operated farm, 
and very frequently the landlord-owner of a tenant farm, will 
insist that certain crops be raised or certain methods be followed 
which the nominal farm operator might not choose if left to him- 
self. Indeed, among share tenants in some localities the super- 
vision of the landlord is a most important factor in the operation 
of the farm. In most cases, to be sure, the landlord knows more 
about farming than the tenant does and doubtless the tenant’s 
work under the landlord’s direction is more productive than it 
would be without such direction. The direction is therefore 
actually profitable for the tenant (though he may not appreciate 
the fact) as well as for the landlord. 

In cases where the supervision of the landlord is very complete, 
the status of the tenant approaches more nearly that of a farm 
laborer than it does that of an owner-operator or even that of the 
more independent cash tenant. At this end of the scale, then, it is 
significant to compare the conditions of croppers and other much- 
supervised share tenants with that of laborers working for fixed 
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wages. In other words, while tenancy in theory represents merely 
a method of holding possession of land, in practice it sometimes 
works out into a method of obtaining laborers to work on the land. 
For while the cotton-belt cropper has possession of his little 30-acre 
tract, his possession is hedged about with so many restrictions and 
so much supervision that it does not amount to very much more 
than the mere possession of a job. 

Hie decennial census returns provide by far the most valuable 
source of information wdth regard to farm tenure in the United 
States, though of course it is not practicable for the census to do 
more than distinguish between certain broadly generalized Ha ss e s 
of tenancy. Hence, the infinite variety of terms under which 
farm land is operated in the United States ^ are only roughly 
reflected in the census statistics. The questions on the 1920 
farm schedule referring to tenure were as follows: 


1. Do you own all of this farm? (Answer Yes or No.) 

2. "Do you rent from oHiers part but not all of this fsam} (Answer Yes or No.) 

3. Do you rent from others all of this farm? (Answer. Yes or No.) 

(a) If you rent all of this farm, what do you pay as rent? 

(b) Does the person from whom you rent furnish all the work animals? (An- 

swer Yes or No.) 

4. Do you operate this farm for others as a hired manager ? (Answer Yes or No . ) . . . . 

These questions are materially different in form fro m those 

asked in previous censuses, the chief difference being that all the 
questions except 3'-a are to be answered “Yes” or “No.” The 
classification of tenants according to character of tenancy was 
made in the Census Office, on the basis of these replies, instead 
of being left to the enumerator in the field, as was done in previous 
enumerations. The principle on wh ich this method of ascertaining 
^e type of tenancy is based, is that it is easier to classify material 
in a^ cental office under trained supervision than to have it 
classified in the field by 70,000 or 80,000 untrained enumerators. 
The Census Bureau feels that this method has proved quite 
satisfactory, the number of farms for which the kind of tenancy 
was not determined being only a little more than one-half as 
great as in 1910, when the enumerators were required to report 
the tenure classification directly. 
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The tenure classes used in the 1920 census were as follows: 

Farm owners, comprising — 

Full owners — Farmers operating their own land only. 

Part Farmers operating, in addition to their own land, some land 

hired from others. 

Farm managers — Farmers operating a farm for the owner for wages or a salary. 

Farm tenants, comprising — 

Share tenants — Those who pay a certain share of the products, as one-half, one- 
third, or one-quarter, for the use of the farm, but furnish their own ’work 
animals. 

Croppers — Share tenants whose work animals are furnished by their landlords. 

Share-cash tenants — ^Those who pay a share of the products for a part of the 
land and cash for a part. 

CcLsh tenants — ^Those who pay a cash rental, as $7 per acre of crop land or $500 
for the use of the whole farm. 

Standing renters — ^Those who pay a stated amount of farm products for the use 
of the farm, as 3 bales of cotton or 500 bushels of com. 

U nspecified — Those tenants for whom the character of the tenancy was not indi- 
cated on the schedule. 

Two of the six classes of tenants were distinguished in 1920 for 
the first time, namely, “croppers,” who are defined as share 
‘tenants whose work animals are furnished by their landlords; 
and “ standing renters, ” who pay a stated amount of farm products 
for the use of the farm. These classes of tenants are important 
only in the South; hence, they are shown separately only for the 
Southern States. And in very many of the census tables, espe- 
cially those giving comparative figures for earlier censuses, a 
condensed form of tenxire classification is used. 

Table 44 shows, by tenure, the number of farms, the acreage of 
land in farms, and the improved land, for 1920 and 1910, together 
with the percentage of increase. This table shows only three 
specific classes of tenants, croppers being included with share 
tenants, and standing renters with cash tenants. Table 45, 
however, shows for the Southern States alone, the full classifica- 
tion, including croppers and standing renters. Figure 12 shows, 
in graphic form, for the United States and for the North, South, 
and West, the tenure distribution of the number and acreage 
of farms. 

Of the total number of farm operators (6,488,343) in 1920, 
3>925 ,o9o were owners, 68,449 were managers, and 2,454,804 were 
tenants. Of the owners, 3,366,510 were full owners (including 
1,217,234 mortgaged and 2,149,276 free from mortgage), and 
558,580 were part owners, renting land in addition to that which 
they owned. Of the tenants, the largest class comprised the share 
tenants, and the next largest the cash tenants, the number of 
share-cash tenants being relatively small. 
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Tabi,]© 44 . — ^Numtbbr and Acreage of Farms in the United States, by 
Tenure: 1920 and 1910. 

[Figures for 19^0, by- divisions and States, in Table 56.] 



NtTMBER OP FARMS. 

AEL EAND IN FARMS ( ACRES). 

TENURE. 

1920 

1910 

Per cent 
of in- 
crease.^ 

1920 

1910 

Percent 
of in- 
crease.* 

Total 

448. 343 

6, 361, 502 

1.4 

955 , 883, 71S 

878, 798, 32s 

8.8 

Owners 

3,925,090 

3,948, 722 

—0. 6 

636,775,013 

598, SS4, 617 

6.4 

Owning entire farm 

3,366, 

3,354,897 

0.3 

461, 230, 133 

464, 923, 31S 

—0.8 

Hiring additional land 

SS8, s8o 

593 , 825 

~ 5-9 

17s, 524, 882 

133, 631, 302 

31.4 

Managers 

68,449 

58, 104 

17.8 

34, 129,137 

53 , 730, 86s 

0.7 

Tenants 

2, 4S4, 804 

2, 354, 676 

4*3 

264, 979, 543 

226, S12, 843 

17.0 

Shared 

1, 678, 812 

1 , 399 , 923 

19.9 

160, 722, SSI 

123, OS3, 718 

30. 6 

Share-cash 

127, 822 

128, 466 

—0.5 

24 . 334 . 428 

X9, 389, 868 

25.5 

Cashs 

58s. 00s 

712, 294 

—17.9 

71, 4S1, 655 

67, 846, 851 

5-4 

Unspecified 

63. 165 

113,993 

—44 6 

8, 440, 909 

x6, 222, 406 

—48.0 


IMPROVED LAia> IN- PARMS ( ACRES). 


TBNXTRE. 




All land. 

Improved land. 


1920 

1910 








crease.* 

1920 

1910 

1920 

1910 

Total 

S03, 073, 007 

478. 451, 750 

S- 1 

14S. 2 

138. 1 

78. 0 

75 . a 

Owners 

3x4. 107, 483 

309, S50, 421 

1.4 

162. 2 

151. 6 

80. 0 

78. 5 

Owning entire farm 

235,177,464 

333, 808, 597 

0.6 

137.0 

138. 6 

69.9 

69. 7 

Hiring additional land 

78,930,019 

76, Q41, 824 

3.8 

314. 2 

223. 0 

141-3 

128. z 

Managers 

13 , 2 X 0,999 

12, 314, OIS 

7-3 

790.8 

924. 7 

193-0 

3 ZX. 9 

Tenants 

17s, 754 , 533 

156, 287,3x4 

12. s 

107. 9 

96. 2 

71. 6 

66.4 

Share » 

X12, 879, 950 

89, 737 , 744 

25. 8 

95 7 

87.9 

67.2 

64. X 

Share-cash 

19. 933 , 107 

15, 923. 917 

25. 2 

X90.4 

150.9 

155-9 

Z24.0 

Cash- 

38, 386, 494 

4X, 566. 162 

— 7. 6 

X 22 2 

95-3 

65.6 

58.4 

Unspecified 

4 , 554 , 974 

9 , 059, 49X 

“ 49-7 

133.6 

142.3 

72. 1 

79 5 


AVERAGE ACREAGE PER PARm! 


* A minus sign ( — ) denotes decrease. 

® Share tenants indude croppers reported in the Southern States in J9S0, and cash tenants like-wise include 
standing renters. 


The whole number of farms increased only i .4 per cent between 
1910 and 1920, the number of owners actually declining by a 
small amount (0.6 per cent), while the number of managers 
increased 17.8 per cent, and the number of tenants 4.3 per cent. 
The increase in the number of tenants was confined to the share 
tenants, however, the other classes all showing a decrease. This 
seems to indicate that the trend in the United States is toward 
share tenancy, under which the risk of the farming business is 
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divided between the owner and the tenant. It should be noted, 
however, that while the share tenancy of the South is largely the 
tenancy of the cropper and “near cropper,” the share tenancy of 
the North is of a more independent t 3 rpe — ^the tenancy of the tnan 
on the “ladder,” who looks forward to becoming an owner in the 
course of a few years. 


Table 45 . — ^Number and Acreage of Farms in the South, with Averages 
AND Percentages, by Tenure: 1920. 

[Figures for 1920, by divisions and States, in Table 56.] 


TSNtrRB. 

The South, total 

Oimers 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share tenants, including croppers 

Share tenants proper 

Croppers 

Share>cash tenants 

Cash tenants, including standing renters . . 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing renters 

Unspecified tenants 


TB!NT7RE< 


Thb South , total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional laud 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share tenants, including croppers 

Share tenants proper 

Croppers 

Share-cash tenants 

Cash tenants, including standing renters. . . . 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing renters j 

Unspecified tenants 


Number of All land in off^ 

farms farms (acres). landfm- 

(acres). proved. 


i,S97j 22 s 
1, 4 SO. 76a 

191. 463 


220, 60X, 656 
181, 653 , x8s 
38, 9481 47 X 


89 »S 4 Sr 303 

761 490, SSI 
l3.OS4.7Si 

3. 494* 283 


X, S9X, xax 
X, axa, 3x5 
65X, 224 
561, 091 
22, 67a 
324. 184 

2x9, 188 
Z04, 996 
3i,9S0 


107, 079, 013 
73,428, 16s 
SO, 897, iia 
23. S3I. 053 
2, xx6, 47X 
28, 606, 529 
22, 2x9, 722 
6,386, 807 
a, 927, 848 


64, 040, 039 

48. 565. 91Z 
31. 907. 797 
16,658, 1x4 
X, 4x6, 438 
12, 754. 123 
8} 765, 036 

3 , 989. 097 
X. 303, 567 


AVBRAGB 
PER X 

ACRBAGB 

'ARM. 

All land. 

Improved 

land. 

109. 2 

49.0 

X38. 1 

56. 1 

129. a 

54-4 

203.4 

68.2 

X, 225. X 

19a 8 

67- 3 

4a 2 

60.6 

40. 1 

78. a 

49-0 

40. a 

39. 7 

93-4 

62. s 

88.2 

39.3 

xox. 4 

40. 0 

60. 8 

38. 0 

9 X. 6 

40. 8 


FBR CBHT nzSTRXBtmON. 
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Fiq. 12. — Pbr Csnt DiSTRiBtmoN OP Farms and Farm Acrbag®, by Tbnorb 
FOR THS North, Sooth, and Wsst: 1920. 

nniloWNERS ^[PART OWNERS ^^MANAOERS BggOASH TENANTS imH sHAPB TENANTS 
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The total acreage of land in farms shows an increase of 8.8 per 
cent, and the acreage operated by share tenants, an increase of 
30.6 per cent, which is exceeded, among the tenure classes, only 
by the increase of 31.4 per cent in the land operated by part 
owners (owners renting additional land) . 
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Of the total number of white tenants in the South, 25.6 per cent 
were croppers and 53.5 per cent were share tenants other th an 
croppers. Among the colored tenants, on the other hand, 47.4 per 
cent were croppers, as compared with 25.1 per cent other share 
tenants. The cropper system of tenancy thus appears to be of 
especial importance among the colored tenants. In absolute 
numbers there were 333,713 colored croppers as compared with 
227,378 white croppers. 

The average size of the farms operated by croppers was in each 
case much smaller than the average size of the farms operated by 
other share tenants. This is largely due to the fact that the 
croppers are chiefly cotton farmers. The limiting factor on the 
size of their farms is the amount of cotton a family can pick, and 
that is usually not more than 25 acres. In the case of the colored 
croppers the average size of farm was 30.4 acres, of which 25.5 
acres were improved land; while among the white croppers the 
average size of farm was 54.5 acres, of which 35.9 were improved. 

The standing renters, defined as “renters giving a certain 
specified amount of a crop for the use of their land,” seem to be 
confined chiefly to the colored farmers, as there were 77,924 
standing renters among the colored farmers, and only 27,072 
among the white farmers. Among the colored tenants, the stand- 
ing renters reported somewhat larger farms, the average being 
55.6 acres, as compared with 40 acres for the tenants paying a 
cash rental; while among the white tenants the farms of the cash 
tenants were twice as large as those of the standing renters. 

The croppers in the South numbered 561,091, or 35.3 per cent of 
all the tenants. They cultivated only 21 per cent of the total 
tenant-operated land, however, and only 26 per cent of the 
improved land. The croppers rent mainly ground devoted to the 
production of crops, largely cotton, and the percentage of their 
land that was improved was 73.9, the highest for any class. It is 
of interest to note that the average size of all the croppers’ farms 
was 40.2 acres, so that the old idea of “40 acres and a mule” seems 
to be realized but not exceeded. 

Tenxire conditions in the South differ considerably as between 
the white farmers and the colored farmers. Table 46 gives the 
principal data relating to each class of tenants in the South, by 
color. 
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Tabi.b 46. — Number and Acreage or Tenant Farms in the South, with 
Averages and Percentages, by Color and Form or Tenancy: 1920 . 


COLOR Ain) TSNURR. 


WmTB Tenants 

Share tenants, indiidinj; croppers 

Share tenants proper 

Croppers 

Share^nsh tenants 

Cash tenants, includins: standms renters 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing renters 

Unspecified tenants 

Colored Tenants 

Share tenants , including croppers 

Share tenants proper 

Croppers 

Share-cash tenants 

Cash tena n ts, Including standing renters 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing renters 

Unspecified tenants 


COLOR AND TENURE. 


White Tenants 

Share tenants, including croppers 

Share tenants proper 

Croppers 

ShareK^sh tenants 

Cash t en ants, Including standing renters. 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing renters 

Unspecified tenants 


Colored Tenants 

Share tenants, including croppers 

Share tenants proper 

Croppers 

Share-cash tenants 

Cash tenants, including standing renters . 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing renters 

Unsi>eci£[ed tenants 


Number of 
farms. 


887, 566 


70X, 89Z 
474, SI3 

327, 378 

14 , 46 s 
14 s, 98 s 

118, 913 
27, 072 

as, aas 
703. SSS 


Sio, 424 
176, 711 
333. 713 
8, 307 
178, 199 
100, 275 
77, 924 
6, 7*5 


All land in 
farms 
(acres). 


80, 204, 960 


SS, 47a, 863 
43, 082, 592 
12, 390, 270 
z, 844, Sox 
20, 264, 9S7 
x8, 209, X23 
2, OSS. 834 
2, 622, 340 

26, 874, ©53 


17, 9SS, 303 
7, 8x4, 520 
xo, X40, 783 
271, 670 
8, 341, S7a 
4. 010, 599 
4, 330, 973 
30 S, S 08 


Improved 
land in farms 
(acres). 


43. 692, 738 


Percent 
of farm 
land im- 
proved. 


34, 436, S9S 
a6, 275 , 314 
8, x6x, 381 
1, 179, 86x 
6, 969, 70X 
5. 852, 029 
1, 117, 672 
1, 106, s8i 

20, 347, 301 


14. X29, 3x6 
5. 632, 483 
8, 496, 833 
236, 577 
S. 784, 422 
2. 91a, 997 
a, 87X, 435 
Z96, 9S6 


54-5 

63. X 

61. o 
65. 9 

64. o 
34<4 
32. X 
54-4 
42.2 


75-7 

78.7 
72. X 

83.8 
87. X 

69.3 
73. 6 

66. 3 

64.5 



AVERAGE ACREAGE 
PER FARM. 

PER CENT DISTRIBUTION. 


All land. 

Improved 

land. 

Number 
of farms. 

All land. 

Improved 

land. 


90.4 

49-2 

ZOO. 0 

xoo. 0 

zoo. 0 


79.0 

49-1 

79. 1 

69. 2 

78.8 


90.8 

55-4 

53 - 5 

53-7 

60. z 


S 4 -S 

35-9 

35. 6 

15-4 

x 8 . 7 


127.5 

8 z .6 

X. 6 

2.3 

2. 7 


X38.8 

47-7 

H 

Ol 

25-3 

x6. 0 


XS 3 . 1 

49-2 

13.4 

22. 7 

X3.4 


75- 9 

41.3 

3- 1 

2.6 

3. 6 


Z04.0 

43.9 

2.8 

3.3 

a-S 


38.2 

38. 9 

100. 0 

zoo. 0 

100.0 


35-2 

37. 7 

72.5 

66.8 

69.4 


44 - a 

31.9 

25. I 

39. 1 

27-7 


30.4 

as - 5 

47.4 

37. 7 

41. 8 


33. 1 

28.8 

X. 2 

z. 0 

Z. 2 


46.8 

32-5 

25.3 

31.0 

28.4 


40. 0 

39. X 

14-3 

14- 9 

14*3 

... 

55-6 

36.8 

IX. I 

16. Z 

Z4. X 

z 

45-4 

29-3 

z. 0 

z. z 

X. 0 


Table 47 shows the value of farm property in 1920, by tenure, in 
detail, for the North, South, and West, while Table 48 shows the 
value of land and buadings and the average value of each of 
farm property per farm, also for the detaded tenure classification. 
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TablB 47 .— Value oe All Farm Property and of the Several Classes, by 
Tenure (Detailed Classification), for the North, South, and West: 1920. 


SSCTION AND TENURS. 

All farm 
property. 

Land alone. 

Buildings. 

Implements 
and ma- 
chinery. 

Live stock. 

UNITED States. 




1 


Total 

^ 77 . 924. 100, 338 

$S 4 , 829, 563, OS 9 

$11,486,439,543 

S3, 594,772,928 

S8, 013, 324, 808 

Owners 

47. 6it, S 4 S .944 

31, 984, 781, 634 

7, S79, 441, 273 

2, 447, 792, 781 

S. 299. 530. 256 

Owning entire farm 

36. 837 » 394 * 179 

24,038,745,303 

6, 651, 975 * 46X 

X* 958.178.820 

4, x 68 , 494. 595 

Hiring additicmal land 

xo, 774 * XSX, 76s 

7, 926,036,331 

1, 227, 465, 8X2 

489, 6x3, 96X 

X. 131, 035,661 

Managers 

3,132, 273,00s 

2, 207, 651, 020 

457 , 565 , 445 

103, 773 , 703 

363, 282, 83S 

Tenants 

27, 180, 281, 389 

20, 637, X30, 405 

3 , 149, 432, 825 

X, 043, 206, 445 

2 , 350 , 5 X 1 . 7x4 

Share 

XS* X57. 08s, 982 

XI, 360, 487, 099 

z, 86x, xS6, 242 

594 , 777 , 370 

1, 340, 635, 27 X 

Share-cash 

4, 030, 760, 602 

3 . 346, 643, 05S 

322, 098, 724 

133. 613. 385 

229 , 40s, 435 

Cash 

7, 320, 236, 8x9 

5,442,946, 372 

87s, 301, 124 

289, 853. 058 

712, 136, 265 

Unspecified 

672, 197, 986 

487, OS3, 876 

90, 846, 735 

25 , 962, 632 

68, 334. 743 

THE NORTH. 






Total 

SO, 3 S 9 , Soo, 91S 

35, 536, 020. 183 

7 * 790, 722 , 995 

2 400,554,930 

4, 633, 302 . 807 

Owners 

30, SZ2, 4x6, 4x2 

20, 447 , 789 , 495 

5, 367, 044, 320 

1 . 6a I. IPS, 137 

3. 076, 387, 460 

Owning entire farm 

23, 090, Z05, 456 

14. 948, 886, 849 

4, 464, 6a8, 967 

1, 379,409.779 

2 , 397 . 179. 86 x 

Hiring additional land. . . . 

7, 422, 3x0, 9 s6 

5, 498, 902, 646 

902,4x5 , 353 

34 X, 785,358 

679, 207 , 599 

Managers 

X, 429, 669, 832 

936, 621, 596 

30Z, 890, 462 

53* 838. 598 

137.319,176 

Tenants 

18, 417, 414. 67X 

14,151, 609, 092' 

2, X 2 X, 78S, 2x3 

72s, S 2 X, 195 

X, 418, 496, X 7 X 

Share 

8, 960, 688, 399 

6,718, 771,3x4 

X, X 22 , 1 X 5,749 

375.088,101 

744, 713,23s 

Share-cash 

3, 780, 472, 019 

3, 153. 027, 979 

298, 626, 372 

X 22 , 577, 823 

ao6, 339, 845 

Cash 

S, 2 X 0 , 912, 732 

3, 936, 820, 625 

636, 67a, 140 

209, 548, 148 

427, 871, 8x9 

Unspecified 

1 46s, 341 , S21 

342,989* 174 

64,373,952 

x8, 307, 123 

39, 671. 27a 

THE SOniH. 

i 





Total 

18, X 74 , 4 S 0 , 024 

X2, 324, 8S2, 75 1 

3 , 831, 773 , X56 

77 X, 144* 533 

2. 246, 650, 584 

Owners 

xo, 605, 235, 862 

6, 852, 424, 081 

1, 847,456.083 

508, 825, 55a 

1 , 396, 530 . 146 

Owning entire farm 

9, 099, 251. 139 

5,815.704*5x1 

1, 659. 672, 272 

444. 294 , 87a 

1, 179. 579 , 484 

Hiring additional land 

I, SOS, 984, 723 

1.036, 719,570 

187, 783, 8II 

64,530,680 

2x6. 950, 662 

Managers 

796, 894, 078 

574, 160, 283 

95, 236, 202 

as, 531.088 

1 

xoi. 966, 505 

Tenants 

6, 772, 320, 084 

4, 898, 298, 387 

889, 079, S71 , 236, 787. 893 

748, 153 . 933 

Share, including croppers. 

S, 054, 014 , 420 

3, 709, 004, 584 

662, 693, 651 

1 170, 8x3, 04 A 

t 5x1, S03, 141 

Share tenants proper. . . . 

3. 393, 565, 740 

2, 457, 932, 861 

436, 173, 517 

127 . 395 . 973 

1 371. 064, 390 

Croppers 

1, 66x, 448, 680 

1, 251, 071, 723 

226, 521. 134 | 43 * 4x7, 07a 

1 140, 438, 751 

Share-cash 

iSz, 370, 9^4 

136. 869. 249 

19,220,682! 6.754,45s 

> 18,526,574 

Cash, including stand- 




} 


ing renters 

1, 396, 24s, 90s 

956, 784, 441 

xSs. 90a, 32? 

54 , 187, 6ss 

► 199,371.478 

Cash tenants proper 

1, 027, X95, 230 

705, 656, 629 

X31, 6or, 478 

3$, 030 , ox; 

> 151,9x7. Ill 

Standing renters 

369, oso, 67s 

251, 127, 8XS 

54 , 300, 84s 

x6, 167, 64c 

> 47 . 454 , 367 

Unspecified 

X40, 688, 795 

95,640, 113 

21. 363, 2x1 

5,033,74) 

t x 8 , 752 , 740 




126 


FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table} 47 ,— Value oe All Farm Property and op the Several Classes, by 
Tenure (Detailed Classification), for the North, South, and West: 19*20— 
Continued. 


SECTION AND TENURE. 

All farm 
property. 

Land alone. 

Buildings. 

Implements 
and ma- 
chinery. 

Live stock. 

THE WEST. 

Total 

$9. 390, 149* 399 

$6, 968. 660, X35 

8863,944,392 

$423, 073, 465 

$1, X 34 . 471. 417 

Owners 

6, 493 . 893, 670 

4, 684, 568, 058 

664, 940, 870 

317, 772, 092 

826, 6x3, 650 

Owning entire farm 

4, 648. 037, 584 

3, 294 , Z 53 . 943 

527, 674, 222 

234 , 474 . 169 

59 Z, 735 , 250 

Hiring additional land 

X. 845, 856, 086 

1.390,414. xxs 

X37, 266, 648 

83. 297. 923 

234, 877, 400 

Managers 

90s. 709, 09s 

696, 869, X4X 

60, 438, 781 

24 , 404, 0x6 

xa 3 . 997. XS 7 

Tenants 

1. 990,546.634 

X. 587, 322 , 926 

X38, 564, 74 X 

80,897,357 

183. S6z. 6x0 

Share 

X, X43, 383, 163 

93a, 7XX, aox 

76, 376, 843 

48, 876, 225 

84, 418. 89s 

Share-cash 

68, 9x7, 6x9 

56, 745. 830 

4, 25Z, 670 

3, 281, X03 

4. 639, 0x6 

Cash 

713. 078, x8a 

549 . 34X, 306 

Sa, 726, 6s7 

26, II 7, 251 

84, 892, 968 

Uzuspecified 

66, X67, 670 

48, 424, 589 

5 . 209, S 72 

2, 62a, 778 

9. 9x0, 731 


Table 48 . — Value of Land and Buildings, and Average Value of All Classes 
of Property per Farm, by Tenure (Detailed Classification), for the North, 
South, and West: 1920. 


SECTION AND TENURE. 

Value of land 
and btuldings. 

AVERAGE VALUE PER FARM. 

B 

Land and buildings. 

Imple- 

ments 

Live 

stock. 

Total. 

Land 

alone. 

Build- 

ings. 

ma- 

chin- 

ery. 

united States. 








Total 

$66, 3x6, 002, 603 

8x2,084 

$xo, 384 

$8, 503 

$1, 781 

$557 

$1, 343 

Owners 

39 , 864, 332 , 907 

X 2 , 130 

xo, 156 

8, X49 

3, 007 

624 

X, 350 

Owning entire farm 

30, 710, 720, 764 

xo, 942 

9 , X 23 

7 . 146 

X, 976 

582 

X, 238 

Hiring additional land 

9 . 153 . 502, X 43 

X9, 388 

X6, 387 

14, X90 

a, 197 

877 

3,035 

Managers 

2, 665, 3X6, 465 

45 , 761 

38. 937 

33 . 353 

6,68s 

I, 516 

5 , 307 

Tenants 

23, 786, 563, 230 

IX, 072 

9, 690 

8,407 

X, 283 

425 

958 

Share 

13. 22 X, 673, 341 

9,028 

7, 876 

6, 767 

X, X09 

354 

799 

Share-cash 

3, 668, 74X, 78a 

31, 534 

38, 703 

26, 183 

3, 530 

1,037 

I. 795 

Cash ^ ^ 

6, 318, 247, 496 

S13 

XO, Soo 

9 . 304 

x ,496 

495 

X, 2 X 7 

Unspedded. 

577 . 900, 6xx 

10, 643 

9 , X 49 

7 . 71 1 

X, 438 

41 1 

I, 082 

THE NORTH. 








Total 

43 , 326, 743 , 178 

18, 334 

XS, 679 

12, S60 

2, 8x9 

869 

X, 676 

Owners 

23, 8x4, 833, 8x5 

IS, 686 

X 3 . 271 

xo, 5za 

2, 759 

833 

X, 582 

Owning entire farm 

X 9 . 413. 5x5. 8 x 6 

14,065 

zi, S26 

9, 106 

2, 730 

779 

X, 460 

Hiring additional land 

6, 401, 317, 999 

24 , 450 

21, 087 

x8, XX4 

2, 973 

X, X26 

3 , 337 

Managers 

z. 23S, 5X2, 058 

36, 67s 

31, 771 

24, 037 

7 , 744 

1, 381 

3 , 593 
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Table 48 .— Value op I/And and Buildings, and Average Value op All Classes 
OP Property per Farm, by Tei^urE (Detailed Classification), for the North, 
South, and West: 1920 — Continued. 


AVSRAOe VALTJB PBR PARK. 


SSCTXON AND TENTTBE. 

Value of land 
and buildings. 

All farm 
prop- 
erty. 

Land and buildings. 

Imple- 

ments 

and 

ma- 

chin- 

ery. 

Live 

stock. 

Total. 

Land 

alone. 

Build- 

ings. 

the NOEIH— continued. 








Tenants 

$16, 273, 397, 30s 

$33, 636 

$20,884 

$x8, x6x 

$2, 7»3 

$931 

$ 1,830 

Share 

7, 840, 887, 063 

3 X, xgx 

18, S43 

15.889 

2. 654 

887 

1, 76X 

Share-cash 

3 , 4 SI. 6 S 4 , 3 S 1 

36, 677 

33 . 487 

30, 590 

a. S97 

I, X89 

3, OCX 

Cash 

4 , 573 , 492, 76s 

33, X X 3 

20, 38s 

17. 461 

2, 834 

939 

X.898 

Unspecified 

407,3^3 126 

x6, 736 

14, 643 

xs, 32S 

2, 314 

658 

X, 426 

THE SOUTH. 








Total 

xs, xs 6 , 6 s 4 , 907 

S, 668 

At 797 

3,844 

883 

340 

70X 

Owners 

8, 699, 880, 164 

6, 640 

5,447 

4. 290 

1, *57 

319 

874 

Owning entire farm 

7 , 47 S. 376, 783 

6.473 

5,318 

4 . 137 

1. z8x 

3x6 

839 

Hiring additional land 

I, a 24 t 503. 381 

7.866 

6, 396 

5,415 

981 

337 

X, X 33 

Managers 

669, 396, 48s 

43 , 503 

36, S 43 

31.344 

5. 199 

*,394 

S,S66 

Tenants 

s. 787, 378, 258 

4, 956 

3,637 

3 , 079 

559 

149 

470 

Share, induding croppers. 

4i 37*, 698. 235 

4,169 

3, 606 

3,059 

547 

141 

433 

Share tenants proper 

a, 894, los, 378 

5, 2x0 

4,444 

3 , 774 

670 

196 

570 

Croppers 

*, 477 , S 92 , 857 

a, 961 

9.633 

3, 330 

404 

77 

350 

Share-cash 

136, 089, 931 

8,000 

6, 885 

6,037 

848 

398 

S17 

Cash, including stand, renters. . . 

x, 143, 686, 768 

4,307 

3 , 5*5 

3 , 95 * 

573 

167 

6x1? 

Cash tenants proper 

837, 358, *00 

4.686 

3,830 

3 . 219 

600 

173 

69a 

Standing renters 

305, 438, 668 

3,515 

2,909 

3,39a 

5*7 

*54 

4 Sa 

Unspecified 

116, 903, 334 

4,403 

3 . 659 

2,993 

666 

158 

587 

THE WEST. 








Total 

7, 833, 604, 517 

19, 633 

16, 377 

14. 570 

X,8o6 

885 

9 , 37a 

Owners 

St 349 , 508, 928 

16, 970 

13,980 

Z 3 . 343 

I, 738 

830 

3 , z6o 

Owning entire farm 

3, Ssx, 838, 165 

14, 566 

11 , 977 

10, 333 

*. 654 

735 

x,8s4 

Hiring additional land 

X, 537, 680, 763 

39,04s 

24, 039 

3 X, 879 

3, z 6 o 

*, 3 x 1 

3.696 

Managers 

7 S 7 , 307, 932 

81, 237 

67, 936 

63, 505 

S, 4 a* 

3, xSg 

ZX, X 33 

Tenants 

1, 72s, 787, 667 

23, 567 

20,433 

18, 791 

x, 640 

958 

3 , 177 

Share 

1, 009, 088. 043 

36, Z 79 

S 3 , 124 

ax, 374 

*, 750 

X, X30 

1,935 

Share-cash 

60, 997, soo 

33 , 2 X 3 

29, 396 

a 7 . 347 

3,049 

X, 581 

3, 336 

r^n gl-i 

603, 067, 963 

20, 167 

17, 028 

* 5 . 537 

1 , 49 * 

739 

3, 40X 

Unspecified 

S 3 , 634, * 8 * 

19 , 495 

IS, 803 

X4, 368 

1, 535 

773 

3 , 930 


Table 48, in particular, which presents averages per farm, 
brings out in a striking manner both the significance of the more 
detailed tenure classification and the necessity of taking separately 
for analysis the three great sections of the coxmtry — ^the North, 
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the South, and the West. The average value of land and build- 
ings per farm for all tenant farms in the United States was $9,690, 
as compared with an average of $10,156 for all farms operated by 
owners. The average for farms operated by full owners, however 
(omitting those which included some hired land in addition to 
that owned by the operator) , was only $9,122, or considerably less 
than the average value of the tenant farms, even for the United 
States as a whole. 

For the North alone, the average value of farms operated by 
full owners was $11,826, while the average value of tenant farms 
was $20,884, or one and three-fourths times as much. The part- 
owner farms in this section showed an average value of $21,087, 
or a little more than the tenant farms. In all of the four kinds of 
property for which separate figures are presented, namely, land, 
buildings, implements and machinery, and live stock, the average 
for the tenant farms was higher than the average for the farms of 
the full owners in this section. 

In the South, however, the average value of land and bxiildings 
per farm for the tenant farms was only $3,637, as compared with 
$5,318 for farms operated by full owners; and even omitting the 
croppers, the average for the remaining tenants was only $4,184, 
or decidedly less than the average for owner-operated farms. 

In the West, the relations were similar to those shown for the 
North, the average value of tenant farms approaching a figure 
double the average for farms operated by full owners. 

In all three sections, the highest averages by far are shown for 
farms operated by hired managers, and the next highest for the 
share-cash tenant farms. Both of these groups, however, are 
relatively small in number. As between the two most important 
classes of tenants, the share tenants and the cash tenants, the cash 
tenants showed the higher averages in the North for all classes of 
farm property, in the South for buildings, implements and ma- 
chinery, and live stock, and in the West for live stock alone. 

TERMS UNDER WHICH FARMS ARE LEASED. 

A study of land contracts in typical counties of the wheat belt, 
made by E. A. Boeger, in 1917,^ describes six different methods of 
renting land in the wheat area, comprising North and South 
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, Minnesota, Idaho, and 
Missouri. 

1 See Department of Agriculture Bulletin 850, Land Contracts in Typical Counties of the Wheat Belt, by 
E. A, Boeger. 
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The first method is called the “one-third share” method, under 
which the landlord receives one-third of the grain and furnishes 
land, dwelling, bam and other farm structures, fences, material 
for repairs, skilled help for making repairs, and grass seed, and 
also pays the real estate and road taxes. The tenant furnishes 
labor, work stock, machinery and tools, and seed grain, and pays 
for the twine and the expense for threshing. 

The second method is called the “one-half share” method, 
where the landlord receives one-half of the crop and, in addition 
to fu rnishin g what he does imder the one-third share system, 
supplies all the stock and the seed grain, pays one-half of the 
threshing-machine bill, and sometimes pays for half the twine. 

The third method is called the “two-fifths share method,” where 
the landlord receives two-fifths of the crop and both the landlord 
and the tenant contribute the same as under the system in which 
the landlord receives one- third; that is, the only difference 
between this method and the one-tiiird share method is that the 
landlord receives a larger share of the products. The reason for 
this better bargain is probably that the land is more productive. 

Another method is designated “one-half share of both crops 
and stock,” when the crops and stock are divided equally between 
the landlord and tenant. The landlord, in addition to what he 
contributes imder the system in which he receives one-third, owns 
one-half of the productive stock, except poultry, and bears one- 
half of the general farm expenses, except those for labor and repairs 
to machinery, while the tenant supplies all labor, owns all the 
work stock and farm machinery, keeps the machinery in repair, 
and owns one-half of the productive stock. Under this system 
pq r'h of the contracting parties gets one-half of all farm sales, 
except those from poultry or work stock, all of which go to the 
tenant. When farms are rented for a share of crops and stock, 
the lease provides whether the tenant’s work stock may or may 
not be fed from the grain and hay owned in co mm on and used to 
feed the other stock. 

Another method is the “two-thirds share method,” where the 
landlord receives two-thirds of the crop and supplies everjrthing 
but man labor, that being the tenant’s only contribution. Under 
this system the tenant receives one- third of the grain only, while 
the landlord receives two-thirds of the proceeds from the sale 
of grain and all the proceeds from the sale of stock. 

50687'— 24 ^9 
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A few of the farms in the wheat belt are rented for cash, the 
cash rent system thus forming a sixth class or method of renting. 
In addition to these six types of tenancy, there are many modifica- 
tions and exceptions which increase the complexity of the system. 

Another example may be quoted for dairy farms in Green Cotmty, 
Wis., and Kane County, 111., based on a study made in 1915 .* 
Two important types of tenure in this region are described. The 
most common system is the half-and-half system, under which 
the landlord furnishes land, buildings, a part of the seed and fer- 
tilizer, and one-half of the productive stock, while the tenant 
ftunishes horses, machinery, one-half of the productive stock, 
one-half of the seed, and sometimes one-half of the fertilizer. 
All stock on these farms is fed usually from the grain and hay 
owned in common, and if feed of any kind is bought its cost is 
^ared equally by landlord and tenant. In general, each party 
pays the taxes on all property owned by him, including the farm 
road tax, though in many cases in the North Central States all 
the farm road tax is worked out by the tenant. Under tliig 
system the poultry is frequently owned by the tenant, who gets 
all the proceeds therefrom; but with this exception each party 
receives one-half of the proceeds of farm sales of all products. 

In the best dairy regions of Illinois, from which milk is shipped 
to the Chicago market, the landlord in most cases owns all the 
cows, the tenant bearing one-half of the loss by death and paying 
one-half of the net cost when cows are sold and others purchased 
to keep up the herd. 

Less frequently dairy farms are share rented on the one-third 
and two-thirds system, under which the landlord supplies every- 
thing but the man labor, which is furnished by the tenant. The 
landlord, under this system, gets two-thirds of the sales of all 
products and the tenant one-third, and in case feed and concen- 
trates are purchased the tenant pays one-third of the cost. 

One could mention a vast variety of methods of renting land, 
but one more illustration will sufiBLce. This refers to the Yazoo- 
Mississippi Delta.® In the investigation of this region, which in- 
cluded many large cotton plantations, there were three principal 
systems of renting land, namely, share cropping, share renting, and 
cash renting. The principal features of these three systems are 
shown in the following statement: 

• See Department of AgrictUture Bulletin No. 603, A Study af Skan^mted Dairy Farms m. Green County. 
WtSit and Kane County , III., by E. A. Boeger. 

a See Depa^ent of Agriculture Bulletin No. 337, A Study of the Tenant Systems of Farming in the Yazoo^ 
Mtssustppt Delta, by E. A. Boeger and E. A. Goldenwexser. 
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Share cropping. 

Share renting. 

Cash renting. 

X^dlord fuornishes • . . 

I^d. 

House or cabin. 

Fuel. 

Tools. 

Work stock. 

Feed for work stock. 
Seed. 

One>half of fertilizer. 

I^and. 

House or cabin. 

FueL 

One-fourth or one-third of ferti- 
lizer. 

Tand. 

House or cabin. 

Fuel. 

Tenant fnmi^es 

Tabor. 

One-half of fertilizer. 

Tabor. 

Work stock. 

Feed for work stock. 

Tools. 

Seed. 

Three-fourths or two-thirds of fer- 
tilizer. 

Tabor. 

Work stock. 

Feed for work stock. 
Tools. 

Seed. 

Fertilizer. 

I^dlord receives 

One-half of the crop. 

One-fourth or one-third of the crop. 

Fi:;ced amount in 
cash or lint cotton. 

Tenant receives. 

One-half of the crop. 

Three-fourths or two-thirds of the 

Entire crop less fixed 


crop. 

amount. 


In connection with, this study the interesting point brought out 
was that the proceeds of the landlords and the tenants were at least 
approximately in proportion to the risks they assumed. This fact 
is brought out by the data in Tables 49 and 50 and illustrated by 
Figures 13 and 14. 

Tabie 49. — Income on Landlord’s Investment, in Relation to Tenant’s 
Labor Income: Yazoo-Mississippi Delta, 1913. 



All 

tenants. 

Z.ABOR mcOMS. 

CX^ASS OF TENANTS. 

Deficit. 

Under 
$100. 1 

$100 to 
$299. 

$300 to 
$499. 

$500 to 
$699. 

$700 to i $1,000 
$999. and over. 

1 
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Fig. 13 .— Return on Landi^ord’s Investment, in Relation to Tenant’s Tabor 
Income: Yazoo-Mississippi Delta, 1913. 



Fig. 14 . — Percentage op Tenants in Bach Labor-Income Group; Yazoo- 

Mississippi Delta, 1913. 
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Table 50 .— Labor Income, in Relation to Method op Renting: Yazoo- 
Mississippi Delta, 1913. 



The principal facts brought out by this study are summarized 
as follows : The share cropping system is the safest for the tenant. 
A share cropper is practically assured of average wages for his work, 
but he rarely makes a large income. The share renter fails more 
frequently to make even a bare living, but has a better chance for 
making a good income than has the share cropper. The cash 
renter runs still greater risk of failure, but also has the greatest 
opportunity of receiving a labor income of a thousand dollars or 
more. The average labor income for share croppers was $333» 
share renters $ 398 , and for cash renters $ 478 , the average for that 
particular year thus varying directly with the risk. 
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From the point of view of the landlord the matter is reversed. 
He is assured a return of between 6 and 7 per cent on his invest- 
ment where the land is operated by cash renters, no matter what 
the yield or the tenant’s labor income may be. Where the land 
is worked by share croppers or share renters, the landlord’s rate of 
return often falls below 6 per cent, but when the yield is good and 
the tenant makes a good income, the landlord’s rate sometimes 
rises to more than three times that amount. It appears that the 
landlord can make more money on the average when he rents his 
land on some system of shares. The average rate of return 
received by the landlord from share croppers was 13.6 per cent, 
from share renters 11.8 per cent, and from cash renters 6.6 per 
cent. Again the returns vary directly with the risk. 



XIV. 

stability of tenure. 

It lias already been stated that the most undesirable feature of 
tenancy in the United States lies in the fact that tenants do not 
stay long enough on their farms. To work out that form of lease 
which will be conducive to the best results is one of the most 
important problems confronting American agriculture. Much 
work is being done along this line, and much more work will need 
to be done before the problem will be adequately solved. The 
desirability of having tenants stay longer on their farms is fully 
recognized by all students of the problem, and it is also understood 
that it does not necessarily mean that the leases should be for 
long periods of time. In some cases annual leases make for longer 
occupancy than do long-term leases. When the tenant and the 
owner know that they must please each other from year to year, 
they make an effort to act in a satisfactory manner, if the relation- 
ship is agreeable. On the other hand, a tenant who has a lease for 
two or three years may think that the best thing for him to do is 
to get the ma - gimu m returns out of the land during that period and 
look for another location at the expiration of his lease. While 
there is much information on the general subject, most of it is not 
of a statistical nature. 

Tables 51 and 52 show, respectively, by geographic divisions, 
for white and colored tenants, the number and the percentage of 
tenants in each of four groups based on the number of years they 
had been on the farms which they were operating in 1920 — namely, 
less than 2 years, 2 years but less than 5 years, 5 years but less than 
10 years, and 10 years and over. 

It will be noted that 44.8 per cent of the white tenants had been 
on the farm less than two years, while the number who had been on 
the farm five years or more was only about one-fourth of the 
total. The proportion of tenants who had been on the same farm 
two years or less was much larger in tlie South than in the other 
sections of the coimtry, and the number who had been on the 
farm five years or more was somewhat smaller in that section. 
The figures for the Mountain and Pacific divisions are not so sig- 
nificant, in view of the fact that tenancy there has developed 

135 



136 


FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


largely -within recent years. The figures do not indicate any very 
material difference between white and colored tenants in regard 
to stability of tenure, though in each of the Southern divisions 
the colored tenants show a smaller percentage reporting less than 
2 years on the farm than do the white tenants, and a larger per- 
centage reporting lo years and over. 

Tablb 51. — Farm Tenants Ci,assiribd According to Number or Years on 
Farm, by Geographic Divisions: 1920. 


COI,OR AND DIVISION. 


Ali. Tenants. 
United States 

New England 

Middle Atlantic 

East North Central 

West North Central 

South Atlantic 

East South Central 

West South Central 

Mountain 

Pacific 


WHITE tenants. 

United States 

New England 

Middle Atlantic 

East North Central 

West North Central 

South Atlantic 

East South Central 

West South Central 

Mountain 

Pacific 


COLORED TENANTS. 

United States 

New England 

Middle Atlantic 

East North Central 

West North Central 

South Atlantic 

East South Central 

West South Central 

Mountain 

Pacific 


REPORTING NUMBER OF YEARS ON FARM. 

Not re- 

Total. 

Ee^ than 

2 to 4 

5 to 9 

10 years 

number 
of years 

2 years. 

years. 

years. 

and over. 

on farm. 

2,3x8, 2Qa 

1, 006, 783 

722, 829 


■ 

136, 5x2 

11,09a 

3^938 

3 , 2 X 1 

x,98o 

1,963 

5 X 0 

84? 8a8 

28,064 

26,440 

IS, 819 

14, 505 

3,36a 

agSs S6a 

92,888 

94,063 

59, 557 

49,054 

8,845 

3641331 

136,347 

I 2 X, 747 

64 , 934 

41,303 

xo, 688 

SoXi 748 

222, 828 

155,381 

68,327 

55 , 2x2 

40, 340 

4891 4 S 9 

231,000 

147, 736 

6x, 204 

49 , 519 

32,827 

490,43 a 

253, 288 

147, 867 

55, 256 

34,021 

36,31s 

3 Si 480 

17,999 

XX, 665 

3,902 

1, 914 

1,998 

45 > 36 o 

20 , 43 X 

14,719 

6,573 

3,637 

X, 627 

ij 648, 936 

738, 785 

495 , 850 

242, 055 

172, 246 

91,427 

XX, 058 

3,930 

3,197 

1,973 

1,958 

509 

84,378 

27,926 

26, 273 

15, 729 

14,450 

3,341 

2941 375 

92,47a 

93,605 

59,360 

48, 83S 

8, 8x0 

363, 4 s 8 

135 , 668 

X 2 X, X09 

64, 64s 

41, 036 

X 0,602 

240, 483 

1x6,392 

69, 118 

31, 029 

23,944 

21 , 393 

3 S 3 i 594 

141,044 

67, 627 

26,352 

18, 571 

17.407 

328, 512 

185,469 

91 , 2 X 1 

33,502 

18,330 

26, 177 

34 i 649 

17,686 

11,346 

3,780 

1,837 

1, 771 

39 f 529 

x8, 198 

12,364 

5,685 

3, 282 

1,417 

669,356 

367,998 

226, 979 

95, 497 

78, 88a 

45,08s 

34 

8 

14 

7 

5 

x 

450 

138 

167 

90 

55 

2 X 

I, 2S7 

4x6 

458 

197 

2x6 

35 

i >873 

679 

638 

289 

267 

86 

261, 265 

106, 436 

86, 263 

37 , 298 

31,268 

18,947 

235 » 865 

89, 956 

80, X09 

34, 852 

30, 948 

15, 4*0 

x6i, 920 

67,819 

56, 656 

31 , 754 

15.691 

xo, X38 

S3 1 

313 

3x9 

X 22 

77 

227 

5,831 

2,233 

2,355 

888 

.355 

2X0 
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Table) 52.— Pe)r Ce)nt Distribution or White and Colored Tenants by .Number 
OR Years on Farm, by GEOGRAPmc Divisions: 1920. 


[Percentages based on ntxtnber of fanners reporting number of years on farm.. 



ALE TENANTS 

1 

WHITE T 

ENANTS. COLORED TENANTS. 

1 

DIVISION. 

Less 

than 

2 

years. 

2 

to 

4 

years. 

5 

to 

9 

years. 

10 

years 

and 

over, 

Less 

than 

2 

years. 

2 

to 

4 

years. 

5 10 Less j 2 

to years than to 

9 and 2 | 4 

years, over, years. years. 

5 

to 

9 

years. 

10 

years 

and 

over. 

United States 

43.4 

3 x. 2 

14. 6 

10. 8 

44. 8 

30. 1 

A 

p 

P 

o 

14.3 

M. 8 

New England 

35 * S 

28. 9 

17. 9 

17. 7 

35 . S 

28. 9 

17.8 17.7 23-5 41.2 

20. 6 

14. 7 

Middle Atlantic 

33 - 1 

31. 2 

18.6 

17.1 

33 - I 

31. 1 

18. 6 17. 1 3a 7 37. X 

2a 0 

12.2 

East North Central 

31-4 

31.8 

20. 2 

16.6 

31.4 

31. 8 

20. 2 16. 6 32. 3 35. 6 

IS - 3 

16,8 

West North Central 

37.4 

33.4 

17. 8 

II. 3 

37.4 

33.4 

17.8 II. 3 36.3 34.1 

15.4 

1 14.3 

South Atlantic 

44,4 

31. 0 

13.6 

II. 0 

48.4 

28. 7 

12. 9 10. 0 40. 7 33. 0 

14-3 

' 12.0 

East South Central 

47 - 2 

30. 2 

12. 5 

10. 1 

SS. 6 ' 

26. 7 

10. 4 7-3 38. 1 34. 0 

14. 8 

1 13. 1 

West South Central 

SI. 6 

30. 2 

II. 3 

6.9 

56. 5 

27. 8 

10. 2 s. 6 41. 9 35. 0 

13.4 

1 9.7 

Mountain 

SO. 7 

32. 9 

II. 0 

5-4 

Si.o 

32. 7 

10.9 5:3 37.7 38.4 

14.7 

1 9-3 

Pacific 

4 S .0 

32.4 

14 * S 

8. 0 

46. 0 

31.3 

14.4 8.3 38.3 40.4 

IS - 3 

! 6. 1 

! 
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CONCLUSION. 

The farm operator, under present American conditions, enters 
into production in several different ways, and it is diBScult to 
make a clear-cut economic analysis of his activities. Pr imar ily^ 
he is manager of that unit of farm business which is repre- 
sented by his farm; usually he also furnishes the major part 
of the labor required for carrying on that business; and in the 
case of the farm owner, he furnishes all or a large part of the 
capital employed, including that which is invested in the land. 
These are the usual or typical relations. The hired manager and 
the cropper, however, furnish none of the capital employed in 
their farming operations; and the cropper at least works under 
the close supervision of the landlord, so that only in a very limited 
sense can it be said that he contributes to the management of 
the farm. In fact, the cropper’s main contribution — ^and in many 
cases his sole contribution — ^is his labor; and yet, because he has 
nominal control of the area of land which he works, he is counted 
as a farm operator. At the other extreme is the farmer who 
owns his farm, free from mortgage, and thus has absolute control 
of its operation. He may hire all of the labor required, and limit 
his own contribution to that of capitalist and manager, in which 
case he is only one step removed from the landlord renting his 
land to tenants who operate the farm under his supervision. 

From the status of the full owner, free from mortgage, there are 
two frequent variations : First, that represented by the owner of 
a mortgaged farm, who borrows a part of the capital invested in 
his farming business; and second, that of the part owner, who 
finds it profitable to hire other land, in addition to that which 
he owns. In neither of these cases is there usually any sacrifice 
of freedom in managing the farming enterprise. 

The hired manager, of coxorse, is expected to provide the detailed 
management of the farm, and perhaps also his own labor. The 
only variation in his status will depend upon the extent to which 
the owner will direct the general plan of operations. The manager 
has no investment in the farm and often no direct interest in what 
the farm produces, though his compensation and his chances for 
advancement are dependent, in the final analysis, on his success 
in making the farm a paying enterprise. 
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Among those farmers who are classified as tenants, there is 
even greater variation in actual working conditions than among 
the owner-operators. The status of the cropper, who furnishes 
practically nothing except his own (and his family’s) labor, and 
who is only nominally in charge of the farming operations, has 
already been noted. At the other extreme is the large scale 
tenant (found most frequently in the com belt) who performs little 
^gmial labor himself, but devotes his whole energies to the manage- 
ment of the relatively large farm enterprise which he is able to 
control, through hiring the land and investing his whole available 
capital in stock and equipment. An American economist, recently 
investigating the conditions of farm labor in England, asked a 
prosperous tenant whose farm he was inspecting if he actually 
worked on the farm himself. The tenant, somewhat indignant, 
replied: “When my time is not worth more than five bob a day. 
I’ll qtiit far ming .” This tenant, except that he found it more 
profitable (vastly more profitable under English conditions of 
stable tenure and low rent) to hire land than to buy it, was working 
imder conditions almost identical with those pertaining to the 
American owner-operator. English tenancy, though, is generally 
<^agTi tenancy, while in the United States, the present trend is 
decidedly away from cash tenancy and toward share tenancy, 
under which there is less — often decidedly less — ^freedom of action 
for the tenant. 

It should not be tmderstood that tenancy always carries with it 
the detailed supervision of the landlord. For while certain phases 
of the farm operation — ^the crops to be grown, for example — are 
usually specified in the lease contract, the farmer in many cases is 
left otherwise largely to his own resources. Yet, takin g the whole 
number of share tenants, even in the com belt, where they are 
probably the most independent of supervision, there is evidence 
that the supervision of the landlord — ^usually a more experienced 
and skillful farmer — ^is of considerable value to the tena n t. 
Numerous experimental tabulations of data from the 1920 farm 
census indicate that the share tenant obtains slightly higher yields 
per acre thgn the cash tenant, in spite of the fact that, theoretically , 
the cash tenant should work his land more intensively, since he 
gets for himself the whole of the increase above that required to 
pay the fixed rent, while the share tenant gets only a part of any 
increased production. 
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The essential relation between the farm operator and the farm 
is that the farmer should be assured of the control of the land, at 
a reasonable cost, over a relatively long period of time. The fault 
with tenancy under present American conditions is that the farmer 
usually has no assurance of long-time tenure. The fault with 
ownership is that the cost is not reasonable, either with regard 
to absolute amount or with regard to initial demands at the time 
when the farmer’s capital is limited. 

It has been shown (see Chapter VII) that the desire for specu- 
lative profits is largely responsible for both of these faults. One 
of the main reasons why the landlord is not willing to give the 
tenant farmer a long-time lease lies in the fact that he wishes to 
be in a position to sell the farm at any time when a high price is 
offered. This he could not do, if the farm were tied up iin< 4 i»r a 
long-time lease. And so far as concerns the purchase price of 
land, the expectation of speculative profits has been capitalized 
in many localities to such an extent that the current market price 
is far beyond the amount on which the rental-income will pay a 
fair rate of interest. The values of farms in the United States 
rented for cash were so high in 1920, that the rent paid repre- 
sented an income of only a little over 3>^ per cent on the valuation. 
Such a valuation makes it extremely difficult for a would-be 
farmer to acquire ownership; and without doubt, the high valua- 
tion is based mainly on the expectation of a further increase in 
price — on the speculative element in land ownership. 

It seems only reasonable, then, to assume that the increase in 
the price of farm land has been one of the causes for the increase 
in tenancy; and the figfures for the four decades from 1880, when 
the farm census data were first tabulated by tenure, to the present, 
show a fairly consistent relation between the percentage of tenancy 
and the rate of increase in the value of farm land per acre. It 
appears, then, that as the attainment of ownership becomes more 
difficult, men turn more and more frequently to tenancy as a 
means of obtaining a farm on which to work. Tenancy is re- 
cruited, then, not directly from the owner class, to any great 
extent, but rather from the class of farm laborers, who become 
tenants instead of becoming owners, or who spend a longer period 
in tenancy as an intermediate stage between the status of wage 
hand and that of farm owner. 
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For in all parts of the country, along with a more or less exten- 
sive class of what might be termed permanent tenants, are to be 
found considerable numbers of tenants who look forward con- 
fidently to the time when they will become owners. These are 
the men for whom tenancy represents one of the stages on the 
agricultural ladder — an intermediate stage between working as a 
farm hand for wages and the ownership of a farm. In the North 
and West, the tenants for whom tenancy is thus a stepping stone 
to ownership are especially important and numerous, while in the 
South, particularly among the colored farmers, permanent ten- 
ancy — under which the tenant expects always to remain a tenant — 
is more common. 

It seems probable that even in the North the class of perma- 
nent tenants is gradually, though slowly, increasing. This fact, 
perhaps more than any other single result of the analysis of the 
census statistics relative to farm tenancy, emphasizes the neces- 
sity for improvement in the form of tenant contracts employed 
in connection with the rented farms of the United States. 

If it is less expensive for the farmer to hire a farm than it is to 
buy one, as it certainly is in very many cases, with present prices 
and present rental charges, then those disadvantages placed by 
social attitude and customary practice upon the tenant farmer 
ought to be removed, in the interest of the farmers as a class. 

Tenancy appears to be largely stabilized already in many of 
the older settled parts of the country, showing little increase or 
decrease. Any change that would improve the social status of 
the tenant and make his tenure less uncertain, would doubtless 
bring with it an increase in the percentage of tenancy; but an 
increase in tenancy brought about by any improvement in the 
conditions of tenancy could hardly be looked upon as an evil. 

The idea of starting with nothing and making it into something 
was the typical idea of pioneer days. The original settlers in 
what is now the great ag^iicultural section of the country took a 
piece of wilderness or prairie and made it into a farm; and for a 
generation or two the supply of new locations in the farther 
wilderness or the more distant prairie was such that the estab- 
lished farms did not attain a very great capital value, as com- 
pared with their annual production. But the pioneer days are 
now of the past; and the present-day idea is to take something of 
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value — costly materials or opportunities — and proceed to increase 
the value, or to make it productive of additional value. 

In this change from the pioneer idea, the importance of capital 
(using the term in a broad sense, to include the land as well as 
the buildings, stock, and equipment) has grown from a position 
almost negligible to a position where it dominates the other pro- 
ductive elements. Hence we find that the problems of farm ten- 
ancy (and the related problems of farm credit) , which are concerned 
with the methods by which a new farm operator may obtain the 
possession of those initial values which he needs, have become 
more and more important. And with this changing situation — for 
the change is still going on — comes the need, gro-wing more and 
more urgent, for a new attitude toward farm tenancy, based less 
on inherited judgments and more on an exact analysis of the 
economic advantages or disadvantages of ownership and tenancy. 
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In the following pages are presented lo tables (Tables 53 to 62, 
inclusive) containing data relative to farm tenure by geographic 
divisions and States, and i table (Table 63) containing data by 
counties. These tables are presented by way of supplement to 
the summary tables in the text, which for the most part simply 
give totals for the United States as a whole or for divisions or sec- 
tions. 

These detailed tablesareintended to serve three general purposes: 
First, to supply direct information with regard to tenure condi- 
tions in individual States, for which there is considerable demand; 
second, to make it possible for an investigator to work out for 
his own State many of the relations which are shown in the dis- 
cussion for the country as a whole; and third, to ojffer material 
for further analysis, in cases where variations in economic or 
social conditions, as between different parts of the country, are 
important factors in explaining the tenure situation or in tracing 
the relations between farm tenure and other aspects of the agri- 
cultural situation. 

A considerable amount of additional data of this kind is to be 
found in Volume V of the Reports of the Fourteenth Census, 
particularly in Chapter III (Farm Tenure), Chapter IV (Farm 
Statistics by Color and Tenure of Farmer), Chapter V (Farm 
Statistics by Race, Nativity, and Sex of Farmer), and Chapter VI 
(Farm Operators by Age, Number of Years on Farm, and Farm 
Experience). These chapters have been reprinted as separate 
bulletins and any one of them may be obtained in this form, apart 
from the rest of the volume. 
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Table 53*- 


-Number op Farms, by Tenure, with Per Cent Distribution, by 
Divisions and States: 1880 to 1920. 


DIVISION OB STATE 

and tentjbe. 


NUMBER OF FARMS. 


PER CENT DISTRIBUTION. 


1920 

1910 

1900 

1890 

! 

1880 1 

1920 

1910 

1900 

1890 

1880 

448 , 343 < 
993 , 539 ^ 
454,804 
806,634 
648, 170 

3 , 361 , 502 , 
1 , 006,826 5 
2 , 354,676 
1 , 528,389 
826,287 

3 , 737 , 372 ^ 
3 , 712,408 5 
2 , 024 , 964 ] 
1 , 273,299 
751,665 

1 , 564,641 
269, 728 
L 294, 913 
840,254 
454,659 

1 

4 , 008,907 
2 , 984, 306 
1 , 024, 601 
702,244 
322,357 

100.0 

61.9 

38.1 
28.0 

10.1 

100.0 

63.0 

37.0 

24.0 

13.0 

100.0 

64.7 

35.3 

22.2 

13.1 

100.0 

71.6 

28.4 

18.4 
10.0 

100.0 

74.4 
25.6 

17.5 
8.0 

166,564 
144,962 
11,602 
2, 793 
8,809 

188,802 
173,787 
15,015 
2,827 
12, 188 

191,888 

17 . 3,930 

17,958 

4,936 

13,022 

189,961 
172,243 
17, 718 
6,812 
10,906 

207, 232 
189,572 
17,6601 
7,430 
10,230 

100.0 

92.6 

7.4 

1.8 

5.6 

100.0 

92.0 

8.0 

1.5 

6.5 

100.0 

00.6 

9.4 

2.6 

6.8 

100.0 

90.7 

9.3 

3.6 

5.7 

100.0 

91.5 

8.5 

3.6 
4.9 

425,147 

336,957 

88,190 

52,301 

35,889 

468,379 
364, 108 
104, 271 
67, 190 
47,081 

485,618 

362,794 

122,824 

69,485 

63,339 

468, 608 
365, 133 
103, 475 
62,201 
41,214 

488,907 
395,275 
93, 032 
54, 851 
38,781 

100.0 

79.3 
20.7 

12.3 
8.4 

100.0 

77.7 

22.3 

12.2 

10.1 

100.0 

74.7 

25.3 

14.3 
11.0 

100.0 

77.9 

22.1 

13.3 

8.8 

100.0 

80.8 

19.2 

11.2 
7.9 

084,744 
780,337 
304,407 
215, 820 
88,587 

1 , 123,489 
819,892 
303, 597 
204,263 
99,334 

1 , ia 5,823 
837,537 
298,286 
203, 121 
95,165 

1 , 009,031 
778,517 
230, 514 
156,028 
74,486 

985,273 
78 : 5, 782 
201,491 
148, 721 
52,770 

100.0 

71.9 
28.1 

19.9 
8.2 

100.0 

73.0 

27.0 
18.2 

8.8 

100.0 

73.7 

26.3 

17.9 

8.4 

100.0 

77.2 

22.8 

1 , 5.5 

7.4 

100.0 

79.5 

20.5 
15.1 

5,4 

, 096,951 

721,932 

375.019 

256.020 
119,999 

1 , 109,948 
767,330 
842,618 
218, 079 
124,539 

1 , 060,744 
746,304 
314,440 
201, 873 
112,667 

914,791 

695,569 

219,222 

146,460 

72,762 

712, 696 
566,443 
146,252 
110,279 
35,973 

100.0 

6 . 5.8 

34.2 

2 : 5.2 

10.9 

100.0 

69.1 
30.9 
19.6 

11.2 

100.0 

70.4 

29.6 
19.0 

10.6 

100.0 

76.0 

24.0 

16.0 
8.0 

100.0 

79.6 

20.6 
15.6 

5.0 

, 158,976 
616,888 
642,088 
391,489 
150, 599 

1 , 111 , 881 
( 301,452 
510,429 
309, 498 
200, 931 

962,225 
536,627 
425, 598 
252,899 
172,699 

749,600 

461,057 

288,543 

192,445 

96,098 

644,429 

411,673 

232,756 

1 . 57,810 

74,946 

100.0 

53.2 

46.8 

38.8 
13.0 

100.0 

54.1 
45.9 
27.8 

18.1 

100.0 
. 55. 8 

44.2 

26.3 
17.9 

mo 

61.5 

38.5 

25. 7 

12.8 

100.0 

6 . 3.9 

36.1 

24.5 

11.6 

, 051,600 
529,314 
522,286 
384,520 
137, 766 

1 , 042,480 
513, 742 
628, 738 
320, 478 
208, 260 

903,313 
468,382 
434,931 
244, 778 
190,153 

655,766 

404,350 

251,416 

147,833 

103,583 

569,739 

360,309 

209,430 

133,012 

76,418 

100.0 

60.3 

49.7 

36.6 

13.1 

100.0 

49.3 

. 50.7 

30.7 

20.0 

100.0 

51.9 

48.1 

27.1 

21.1 

100 . o ' 

61. 7 
38. 3 
22.5 

15. 8 

100.0 

63.2 
36.8 

23.3 

13.4 

996,088 
469,341 
526, 747 
438, 978 
67, 769 

943, 186 
445, 601 
497, 585 
391,365 
106,220 

754,853 

384,238 

370,015 

274,677 

95,938 

431,006 
264,622 
166, 384 
118,066 
48, 318 

316,909 

205,247 

111,662 

82,988 

28,674 

100.0 

47.1 
. 52.9 

46.1 
0.8 

100.0 

47.2 
52.8 
41.6 

11.3 

100.0 

50.9 

40.1 

36.4 

12.7 

100.0 

61.4 
3 S .6 

27.4 
11.2 

100.0 

04.8 

35.2 

26.2 
9.0 

244,109 
206,631 
37, 478 
24,754 
12,724 

183,446 
163, 756 
; 19,690 

10, 964 
t 8,726 

101,327 
88, 918 
12,409 
7,679 
4,730 

49,398 
45, 895 
3,503 
2,409 
1,094 

2 . 5,043 

2 : 5,199 

1,844 

1,438 

406 

100.0 

84.6 

15.4 

10.1 

5.2 

100.0 

89.3 

10.7 

6.0 

4.8 

100.0 

87.8 

12.2 

7.6 

4.7 

100.0 

92.9 

7.1 
4.9 

2.2 

100.0 
i «,6 
7.4 
' 5.7 

1.6 

234,164 
1 S 7 , 17 :; 
46 OS ! 
20 , 95 € 
26 , 02 £ 

1 189, 891 

' 157 , 15 £ 

' 32, 733 

) 13, 725 

1 19 ,OOS 

141,681 
113,678 
27,903 
i 13,851 
1 14,052 

90,480 
82,342 
14 , 13 S 
7 , 94 C 
6 , 19 S 

58,680 
! 48,806 

1 9,874 

1 5 715 

1 4, 159 

100.(1 
79 . S 
20.1 
9 .C 

11.1 

1 100 . C 
1 82 . S 

, 17.2 

> 7.2 

10 . € 

> 100.0 
80.3 
! 19.7 

! 9.8 

1 9.9 

100.0 
85 . a 

14.7 

8,2 

6.4 

t 100.0 
i S 3.2 
16.8 
! 9.7 

, 7.1 

48 , 22 ’: 
46 , 22 S 
2 , OCX 
ZOi 
1 , 70 ] 

7 60 , 0 ie 

i 57,455 

1 2,565 

J 335 

1 2 , 23 C 

1 59 , 29 S 

; 56,524 

{ 2 , 77 £ 

i 74 £ 

) 2 , 03 C 

62,013 

58,643 

3 , 37 C 

1,394 

1 , 97 C 

( 64,309 

1 61,528 

\ 2,781 

t 1, 153 

J 1 , 02 S 

me 

95 . J 
4. 5 
0 .€ 
3 .( 

> 100 . C 
i 95.1 
! 4 .S 

s o .< 
) 3.1 

1 100 .C 
' 95.3 

t 4.1 
5 i.a 
r Z.4 

100 . c 

! 94 . C 

^ , 5.1 

i 2 .i 
t 3 .i 

100.0 
i \ 95.7 
1’ 4.3 

!' 1.8 
i 2.5 
i 

20,625 
19 , 15 ( 
1,375 
12 i 
1,245 

3 27,065 

} 25 , 17 ^ 

3 i ; 87 S 

5 18 ( 

S 1,695 

i 29,324 

i 27 , 13 £ 

) 2 , 18 C 

) 54 e 

) 1,635 

1 29 , 15 ] 

] 26 , 82 ] 

> 2 , 32 ^ 

i i , oi : 

) 1 , 31 ] 

L 32,181 

7] 29,566 

1 2 , 61 £ 

5 1 , 37 S 

L * 1,231 

100 . ( 
03 .: 
; 6 .] 

5 0 .< 

^ 6 .: 

) 100 . ( 
5 93 .] 

7 6.1 

5 0 .: 
il 6 .: 

) 100 . ( 
1 92 .( 

J 7.1 
7 l.i 
a > 5 .( 

) 100 . ( 

> 92 . ( 

> 8.1 

) 3 .j 

4.1 

) 100.0 

3 91.9 

> 8.1 

5 4.3 

$ 3.8 


UNITED STATES. 


Total 

Owners and managers.. 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. 
Ca^ and unspecified . | 

Geographic Divisions. 

New England, total. . . 
Owners and managers. 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash . ] 
Cash and unspecified 


Mid. Atlantic, total — 
Owners and managers. 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash, 
Cash and unspecified 

E. N. Central, total — 
Owners and managers. 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

W. N, Central, total... 
Owners and managers. 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. 
Cash and unspecified . ! 


Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. 
Cash and unspecified. 

E. S. Central, total... 
Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. 
Gash and unspecified.] 

W. S. Central, total 

Owners and managers. 

Tenants , 

Share and share-cash. 
Cash and unspecified. 


Mountain, total 

Owners and managers. 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. 
Cash and unspecified. 


Pacific, total 

Owners and managers. 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. 
Cash and unspecified. 

New England. 


Maine, total 

Owners and managers. 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. 
Cash and unspecified.] 

New Hampshire, total.. 
Owners and managers .! 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. 
Cash and unspedfied. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 58. — ^Number of Farms, by Tenure, with Per Cent Distribution, by 
Divisions and States: 1880 to 1920 — Continued. 


DmSION OR STATE 


NUMBER OP FARMS. 


PER CENT DISTRIBUTION. 

AND TENXTBB, 

1920 

1910 

1900 

1890 

1880 


1910 



1880 

New England—Cod. 











Vermont, total 

29,076 

32,709 

33,104 

32,673 
27, 816 

35,522 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

25,689 

28,701 

28,284 

30, 760 

88.4 

87.7 

86.4 

85.4 

86.6 

Tenants 

3,886 

4 008 

4,820 

4,767 

4,762 

11.6 

12.3 

14.6 

14.6 

13.4 

Share and share-cash. 

1,647 

1 692 

2.396 

2,466 

2.598 

6.7 

5.2 

7.2 

7.6 

7.3 

Cash and unspecified. 

1,739 

2,316 

2,424 

2,301 

2 ; 164 

6.0 

7.1 

7.3 

7.1 

6.1 

Massachusetts, total . . . 

32.001 

36.917 

37,715 

34,374 

38. 406 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

29,714 

33, 938 

34 112 

31,177 

36,266 

92.9 

91.9 

90.4 

90.7 

91.8 

Tenants 

2:287 

2.979 

3,603 

3.197 

3, 140 

7.1 

8.1 

9.6 

9.3 

8.2 

Share and share-cash. 

353 

267 

482 

893 

848 

1.1 

0.7 

1.3 

2.6 

2.2 

Cash and unspecified. 

1,934 

2,722 

3,121 

2,304 

2,292 

6.0 

7.4 

8.3 

6.7 

6.0 

Rhode Island, total 

4,083 

5,292 

5,498 

5,500 

6, 216 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

3.450 

4,338 

4 390 

4,470 

4,980 

84.6 

82.0 

79.8 

81.3 

80.1 

Tenants 

633 

954 

1,108 

1,030 

1,236 

16.6 

18.0 

20.2 

18.7 

19.9 

Share and share-cash. 

22 

35 

63 

118 

247 

0.5 

0.7 

1.1 

2.1 

4.0 

Cash and unspecified. 

611 

919 

1,045 

912 

989 

16.0 

17.4 

19.0 

16.6 

15.9 

Connecticut, total 

22,655 

26,816 

26,948 

26,360 

30,598 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

20,736 

24,183 

23,481 

23,310 

27,472 

91.6 

90.2 

87.1 

88.5 

89.8 

Tenants 

1 919 

2,632 

3,467 

3,040 

3, 126 

8.6 

9.8 

12.9 

11.5 

10.2 

Share and share-cash. 

343 

330 

704 

938 

1,206 

1.5 

1.2 

2.6 

3.6 

3.9 

Cash and unspecified. 

1,676 

2,302 

2,763 

2,102 

1,920 

7.0 

8.6 

10.3 

8.0 

6.3 

Middle Atlantic. 











New York, total 

193, 195 

215,597 

226,720 

226,223 

241,058 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

156, 093 

170,726 

172,517 

180,472 

201, 186 

80.8 

79.2 

76.1 

79.8 

83.5 

Tenants 

37, 102 

44,872 

54,203 

45,761 

39,872 

19.2 

20.8 

23.9 

20.2 

16.5 

Share and share-cash. 

21,220 

24,099 

29,900 

26,026 

21, 748 

11.0 

11.2 

13.2 

11.6 

9.0 

Cash and unspecified. 

15,882 

20,778 

24,303 

19,725 

18^24 

8.2 

9.6 

10.7 

8.7 

7.6 

New Jersey, total 

29,702 

33,487 

34,650 

30,828 

34,307 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

22,876 

25^93 

24,295 

22,442 

! 26,869 

77.0 

76.2 

70.1 

72.8 

75.4 

Tenants 

6,826 

8,294 

10,356 

8,386 

8,438 

23.0 

24.8 

29.9 

27.2 

24.6 

Share and share-cash. 

3,640 

4,098 

5,056 

4,937 

4,830 

12.3 

12.2 

14.6 

16.0 

14.1 

Cash and unspecified. 

3,186; 

4,196 

5,299 

3,449 

3,608 

10.7 

12.5 

16.3 

11.2 

10.5 

Pennsylvania, total 

202, 260 

219,295 

224,248 

211,657 

213,642 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

157,988 

168, 190 

165,982 

162,219 

168,220 

78.1 

76.7 

74.0 

76.7 

78.8 

Tenants 

44,262 

27,441 

61, 106 

68,266 

49,338 

45 322 

21.9 

23.3 

26.0 

23.3 

21.2 

Share and share-cash. 

28,993 

34,529 

31,298 

28,273 

13.6 

13.2 

15.4 

14.8 

13.2 

Cash and unspecified. 

16,821 

22,112 

23,737 

18,040 

17,049 

8.3 

10.1 

10.6 

8.6 

8.0 

East North Central. 











Omo, total 

Owners and managers. 

256,695 

272,045 

276,719 

251,430 

247,189 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0^ 

100.0 

181,051 

194,867 

200,788 

193,896 

199, 562 

70.5 

71.6 

72.6 

77.1 

80.7 

Tenants 

75,644 

77 ; 188 

75 ; 931 

67, 635 

47,627 

29.5 

28.4 

27.4 

22.9 

19.3 

Share and share-cash. 

52 243 

53,434 

51,880 

38,588 

32,798 

20.4 

19.6 

18. 7 

16.3 

13.3 

Cash and unspecified. 

23,401 

23,764 

24,051 

18,947 

14,834 

9.1 

8.7 

8.7 

7.5, 

6.0 

Indiana, total 

205,126 

215,485 

221,897 

19& 167 
147,885 

194,013 

147,983 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

139, 539 

150,798 

158,449 

68.0 

70.0 

71.4 

74.6 

76.3 

Tenants 

65, 587 

64,087 

63,448 

50,282 

46,050 

32.0 

30.0 

28.6 

25.4 

23.7 

Share and share-cash. 

52,273 

50,469 

60,487 

39,346 

37^468 

26.5 

23.4 

22.8 

19.9 

19.3 

Cash and unspecified. 

13,314 

14,218 

12,961 

10,936 

8,582 

6. 5 

6.6 

6.8 

6.5 

4.4 

Illinois, total 

237, 181 
135,985 

251,872 

147,493 

264,151 

1 160,453 

240,681 

158,848 

255,741 

175,497 

100.0 

57.3 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

68.6 

60.7 

66.0 

68.6 

Tenants 

101, 196 

104,379 

> 103,698 

81,833 

80,244 

42.7 

41.4 

39.3 

34.0 

31.4 

Share and share-cash. 

72,660 

67,216 

i 65,525 

52,651 

59,624 

30.6 

26.7 

24.8 

21.9 

23.3 

Cash and unspecified. 

28,536 

I 37,163 

1 38,173 

29,182 

20,620 

12.0 

14.8 

14.6 

12.1 

8.1 

Michigan, total 

196,447 
, 161, 725 

’ 206,960 

i 174 271 

1 203,261 

. 171,048 

172,344 

148,208 

154,008 

138,697 

100.0 

82.3 

100.0 

84.2 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

84.1 

86.0 

90.0 

Tenants 

34, 722 
23. 702 

! 32 689 

1 32,213 

; 22,482 

24,136 

16,924 

16,411 

10,396 

17.7 

12.1 

15.8 

10.3 

16.8 

11.1 

14.0 

9.2 

10.0 

6.8 

Share and share-cash. 

! 21,248 

Cash and unspedfied, 

. 11,020 

1 11,441 

9,731 

8,212 

6,016 

5.6 

6.6 

4.8 

4.8 

3.3 

Wisconsin, total 

189,295 

162,037 

> 177,127 

152,473 

^ 109,796 

1 146,799 

146,409 

129,681 

134,322 

122,163 

100.0 

85.6 

100.0 

86.1 

100.0 

86.6 

100.0 

88.6 

100.0 

90.9 

Owners and managers. 

Tenants 

27,258 

14,942 

1 24,654 

1 11,896 

i 22,996 
! 12,747 

16,728 

9,519 

12, 159 
8,440 

14.4 

7.9 

13.9 

6.7 

13.5 

7.5 

11.4 

9.1 

6.3 

Share and share-cash . 

6.6 

^ Cash and unspecified. 

12,316 

i 12,758 

! 10,249 

7,209 

3,719 

6.6 

7.2 

6.0 

4.9 

2.8 
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Table 68. — Number of Farms, by Tenure, with Per Cent Distribution by 
Divisions and States: 1880 to 1920 — Continued. ’ 


division OB STATE 
AND TENUEE. 


West Noeth Centeal. 

Minnesota, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants...... 

Share and share-cash. 
Cash and unspecified. 

Iowa, total.. 

Owners and managers. 

Tenants.... - 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

MissoxTBi, total 

Owners and managers. 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and imspecified 

Noeth Dakota, i total. . 
Owners and managers. 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

South Dakota, i total . - 
Owners and managers . 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

Nebraska, total 

Owners and managers . 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. | 
Cash and unspecified, 

EIansas, total 

Owners and managers . 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

South Atlantic. 


Delaware, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. 
Cash and unspecified 


Maryland, total 

Owners and managers. 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. 

Cash and unspecified. 

District of Columbia, 

total 

O wners and managers . 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. | 

Cash and unspecifiLed. 

Virginia, total 

Owners and managers. . 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash. 

Cash and unspecified.! 

^ North and South Dakota admitted as States in 1889, 


NUMB 

;EB of fa 

.RMS. 

FEB CENT distribution. 

1920 

1910 

1900 

1890 

1880 

1920 

1910 


1890 


178,478 

166, 137 

164,669 

116,851 

92,386 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100 0 

134,340 

123,326 

127,904 

101,747 

83,933 

75.3 

79.0 

82.7 

87JL 

90 9 

44, 138 

32,811 

26,765 

16, 140 

8,453 

24.7 

21.0 

17.3 

12.9 

9 1 

27, 361 

22,246 

21,626 

11,683 

7,202 

15.3 

14.2 

14.0 

10.6 

7S 

16, 787 

10,566 

6,129 

3,421 

1,251 

9.4 

6.8 

3.3 

2.9 

1.4 

213,439 

217,044 

228,622 

201,903 

185,361 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

lOOJ) 

124,376 

134,929 

148,886 

145, 183 

141,177 

58.3 

62.2 

65.1 

71.9 

76J2 

89,064 

82, 115 

79,736 

66, 720 

44,174 

41.7 

37.8 

34.9 

28.1 

2SL8 

42,007 

36,064 

35,234 

31,780 

35,753 

19.7 

16.2 

15.4 

16.7 

19,3 

47,057 

47,061 

44,502 

24,940 

8,421 

22.0 

21.7 

19.5 

12.4 

4.5 

263,004 

277,244 

284,886 

238,043 

215,676 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

187,277 

194,286 

197,989 

174,286 

156,703 

71.2 

70.1 

69.5 

73.2 

72.7 

76,727 

82,968 

86,897 

63,758 

68,872 

28.8 

29.9 

30.5 

26.8 

27.3 

63,240 

55,297 

65,667 

40,233 

39,029 

20.2 

10.9 

19.5 

16.9 

18. i 

22,487 

27,661 

31,230 

23,525 

19,843 

8.6 

10.0 

11.0 

9 . 9 ' 

9.2 

77,690 

74,360 

46,332 

27,611 

3,790 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

67,772 

63,696 

41,467 

25,698 

3,712 

74.4 

86.7 

91.5 

93.1 

97.9 

19,918 

10,664 

3,866 

1,913 

78 

25.6 

14.3 

8.5 

6.9 

2.1 

17,834 

8,264 

3,274 

1,374 

62 

23.0 

11.1 

7.2 

5.0 

1.6 

2,084 

2,400 

591 

539 

16 

2.7 

3.2 

1.3 

2.0 

0.4 

74,637 

77, 644 

52,622 

50,158 

13,645 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

48,696 

68,413 

41,171 

43,655 

13,045 

65.1 

76.2 

78.2 

86.8 

95.6 

26,041 

19,231 

11,451 

6,603 

600 

34.9 

24.8 

21.8 

13 2 

4.4 

20, 160 

14,824 

9,676 

5,309 

544 

27.0 

19.1 

18.4 

10.6 

4.0 

5,881 

4,407' 

1,776 

1,294 

56 

7.0 

6.7 

3.4 

2.6 

0.4 

124,417 

129,678 

121,525 

113,608 

63,387 

100.0 

100-0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

70,987 

80,237 

76,715 

85,525 

51,963 

67.1 

61.9 

63.1 

75.3 

82.0 

63,430 

49,441 

. 44,810 

28,083 

11,424 

42.9 

38.1 

36.9 

24.7 

18.0 

40,309 

35,840 

33,211 

19,141 

9,476 

32.4 

27.6 

27.3 

16.8 

14.9 

13,121 

13,601 

11,599 

8,942 

1,948 

10.5 

10.5 

9.5 

7.9 

3.1 

165,286 

177,841 

173,098 

166,617 

138,561 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

98,686 

112,443 

112,172 

119,676 

116,910 

69.6 

63.2 

64.8 

71.8 

83.7 

66,701 

65,398 

60,926 

47,041 

22,651 

40.4 

36.8 

35.2 

28.2 

16.3 

54,119 

46,646 

43,185 

36,940 

18,213 

32.7 

26.2 

24.9 

22.2 

13.1 

12,582 

18,853 

17,741 

10,101 

4,438 

7.6 

10.6 

10.2 

6.1 

3.2 

10, 140 

10,836 

9,687 

9,381 

8,749 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

6,154 

6,301 

4,811 

4,978 

5,041 

60.7 

68.1 

49.7 

53.1 

67.6 

3,986 

4,636 

4,876 

4,403 

3,708 

39.3 

41.9 

60.3 

46.9 

42.4 

3,326 

3,669 

4,122 

3,776 

3, 197 

32.8 

33.9 

42.6 

40.2 

36.5 

661 

866 

764 

628 

511 

6.5 

8.0 

7.8 

6.7 

5.8 

47,908 

48,923 

46,012 

40,798 

40,517 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

34,067 

34,607 

30,565 

28, 154 

27,978 

71.1 

70.5 

66.4 

69.0 

69.1 

13,841 

14, 416 

15,447 

12,644 

12,539 

28.9 

29.5 

33.6 

31.0 

30.9 

11,049 

10,322 

11,391 

9,399 

8, 661 

23.1 

21.1 

24.8 

23.0 

21.4 

2,792 

4,094 

4,056 

3,245 

3,878 

5.8 

8.4 

8.8 

8.0 

9.6 

204 

217 

269 

382 

435 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

119 

133 

153 

242 

269 

68.3 

61.3 

66.9 

63.4 

61.8 

85 

84 

116 

140 

166 

41.7 

38.7 

43.1 

36.6 

38.2 

8 

2 

3 

9 

16 

3.9 

0.9 

1.1 

2.4 

3.7 

77 

82 

113 

131 

160 

37.7 

37.8 

42.0 

34.3 

34.5 

186,242 

184,018 

1 167,886 

127,600 

118,517 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

138, 497 

136, 289 

1 116,290 

93,311 

83,531 

74.4 

73.5 

69.3 

73.1 

70.5 

47, 745 

48, 729 

1 51,596 

34,289 

34,986 

25.6 

26.5 

30.7 

26.9 

29.5 

38,098 

34,680 

1 34, 947 

22,304 

21,594 

20.5 

18.8 

20.8 

17.6 

18.2 

9,647 

14,049 

il 16, 649 

11,985 

1 13,392 

6.2 

7.6 

9.9 

9.4 

11.3 


for the counties which then occupied the areas now known as North and 


Figures for 1880 obtained by consolidating data 
^ South Dakota, respectively. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES 


Table 53, — ^Number op Farms, by Tbittjre, with Per Cent Distribution, by 
Divisions and States: 1880 to 1920 — Continued. 


DIVISION OB STATE 
AND TENURE. 

NUMBER OP FARMS. 

PER CENT DISTRIBUTION. 

1920 

1010 

1900 

1890 

1880 

1920 

1910 

1900 

1890 

1880 

South Atlantic — Con. 











West Virginia, total.. . 

87,289 

96,686 

92,874 

72,773 

62,674 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

73,191 

76,860 

72,683 

59.858 

60,673 

83.8 

79.6 

78.2 

82.3 

80.9 

Tenants 

14,098 

19,836 

20,291 

12,916 

12,001 

16.2 

20.5 

21.8 

17.7 

19. 1 

Share and share^sh. 

7,171 

10,499 

12,766 

8,640 

7,709 

8.2 

10.9 

13.7 

11.9 

12.3 

Cash and unspecified. 

6,927 

9,336 

7,526 

4,275 

4,292 

7.9 

9.7 

ai 

5.9 

6.8 

North Carolina, total. . 

269,763 

263,726 

224,637 

178,359 

157, 609 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

162,804 

146,438 

131,629 

117,469 

104, 887 

66.6 

67.7 

58.6 

65.9 

66.5 

Tenants 

117,459 

107,287 

93,008 

60. 890 

52.722 

43.5 

42.3 

41.4 

34.1 

33.5 

Share and share-cash. 

99,226 

82,248 

73,092 

50,318 

44,078 

86.8 

32.4 

32.5 

28.2 

28. 0 

Cash and unspecified. 

18,233 

25,039 

19,916 

10,672 

8,644 

6.8 

9.9 

8.9 

6.9 

5.5 

South Carolina, total. . 

192,693 

176,434 

155,355 

115,008 

93,804 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

68,462 

65, 213 

60,471 

51,428 

46,645 

35.5 

37.0 

38.9 

44.7 

49.7 

Tenants 

124,231 

111, 221 

94,884 

63,580 

47, 219 

64.5 

63.0 

61.1 

55.3 

60. 3 

Share and sharencash. 

82.733 

54, 966 

37,838 

31.667 

25, 245 

42.9 

31.2 

24.4 

27.5 

26.9 

Cash and unspecified. 

41,498 

56,255 

67,046 

31,913 

21,974 

21.6 

31.9 

36.7 

27.8 

23.4 

Georgia, total 

310,732 

291,027 

224,691 

171,071 

138,626 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

103, 778 

100,047 

90, 131 

79,477 

76,461 

33.4 

34.4 

40.1 

46.5 

55.2 

Tenants 

206,954 

190, 980 

134,560 

91,694 

62, 175 

66.6 

65.6 

59.9 

63.6 

44.9 

Share and share-cash. 

142,887 

108, 593 

76, 810 

62, 181 

43, 618 

46.0 

37.3 

33.7 

36.3 

31.6 

Cash and unspecified. 

64,067 

82,387 

68,760 

29,413 

18,657 

20.6 

28.3 

26.1 

17.2 

13.4 

Florida, total 

54,006 

60,016 

40, 814 

34,228 

23,438 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

O^vners and managers. 

40,316 

86, 674 

29,994 

26,140 

16,198 

V4.7 

73.3 

73.5 

76.4 

69.1 

Tenants 

13,689 

13,342 

10,820 

8,088 

7,240 

25.3 

26.7 

26.6 

23.6 

30.9 

Share and share-cash. 

6,992 

4,519 

2,931 

4, 152 

3,692 

12.9 

9.0 

7.2 

12.1 

15. 8 

Cash and unspecified. 

6,697 

8,823 

7,889 

3,936 

3,548 

12.4 

17.6 

19.3 

11.6 

16.1 

East South Central. 











Kentucky, total 

270,626 

259,185 

234,667 

179, 264 

166,463 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

180,296 

171, 325 

157,602 

134,529 

122,426 

66.6 

66.1 

67.2 

75.0 

73.5 

Tenants 

90,330 

87,860 

77,065 

44,735 

44,027 

33.4 

33.9 

32.8 

25.0 

26.5 

Share and share-cash. 

75,876 

72,600 

60,289 

30, 211 

27, 203 

28.0 

28.0 

25.7 

16.9 

16.3 

Cash and unspecified. 

14,454 

16,260 

16,776 

14,524 

16,824 

6.3 

5.9 

7.1 

8.1 

10.1 

Tennessee, total 

262,774 

246,012 

224,623 

174,412 

165, 650 

100.0 

100.0 

' 100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

148,889 

144, 961 

133,483 

120,622 

108,454 

68.9 

58.9 

59.4 

69.2 

65.5 

Tenants 

103,886 

101, 061 

91, 140 

63,790 

57, 196 

41.1 

41. 1 

1 40.6 

30.8 

34.5 

Share and share-cash. 

82,071 

71, 131 

62, 792 

34,028 

37,930 

32.5 

28.9 

28.0 

19.5 

22.9 

Cash and unspecified. 

21,814 

29,930 

28,348 

19, 762 

19,266 

8.6 

12.2 

12.6 

11.3 

11.6 

Alabama, total 

256,099 

262, 901 

223,220 

157,772 

136,864 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

107, 830 

104, 575 

94,346 

81, 141 

72,215 

42.1 

89.8 

42.3 

61.4 

53.2 

Tenants 

148,269 

158,326 

128,874 

76,631 

63,649 

67.9 

60.2 

57.7 

48.6 

46.8 

Share and share-cash. 

88, 106 

69,780 

54,544 

37,700 

40,761 

34.4 

26.5 

24.4 

23.9 

30.0 

Cash and unspecified. 

60,163 

88,546 

74,330 

1 88,931 

22,888 

23.6 

33.7 

33.3 

24.7 

16.8 

Mississippi, total 

272, 101 

274,382 

220,803 

144,318 

101,772 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers . 

92,299 

92, 891 

82,961 

68,058 

57,214 

33.9 

33.9 

37.6 

47.2 

56.2 

Tenants. 

179,802 

181,491 

137, 852 

76, 260 

44,558 

66.1 

66. 1 

62.4 

52. 8 

43.8 

Share and share-cash. 

138,467 

106,967 

67,163 

45,894 

27,118 

50.9 

39.0 

30.4 

31.8 

26.6 

Cash and unspecified. 

41,335 

74,524 

70,699 

30,366 

17,440 

15.2 

27.2 

32.0 

21.0 

17.1 

West South Central. 











Arkansas, total 

232,604 

214, 678 

178,694 

124, 760 

94,433 

100.0 

100.0 

100. 0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers. 

113,383 

107,412 

97,564 

84, 706 

65,246 

48. 7 

50. 0 

54.6 

67.9 

69. 1 

Tenants 

119, 221 

107, 266 

81, 140 

40,054 

29,188 

51.3 

50, 0 

45. 4 

32. 1 

30.9 

Share and share-cash. 

98, 721 

71,683 

63, 837 

23,575 

19,272 

42. 4 

33. 3 

30. 1 

18.9 

! 20.4 

Cash and unspecified. 

20,500 

35, 683 

27,303 

16,479 

9,916 

8.8 

16,6 

15.3 

13.2 

10.5 

Louisiana, total 

135,463 

120,646 

116,969 

69,294 

48,292 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners and managers . 

58,082 

63,939 

48,735 

38,539 

31, 286 

42. 9 

44. 7 

42. 0 

55. 6 

64.8 

Tenants 

77,381 

66,607 

67,234 

30,765 

17,006 

67. 1 

55. 3 

68. 0 

44.4 

35.2 

Share and share-cash. 

63,001 

50,072 

38,312 

19, 010 

10,337 

46. 5 

41. 5 

33. 0 

27.4 

21.4 

Cash and unspecified. 

14,380 

16,535 

28,922 

11,745 

6,660 

10.6 

13. V 

25.0 

16.9 

13.8 

Oklahoma,! total 

191,988 

190, 192 

108,000 

8,826 


100. 0 

100 0 

100 0 

100 0 


Owners and managers. 
Tenants 

94, 152 
97,836 

86,06S| 
104, 137 

60,760 

47,260 

8,761 

65 


49.* 0 
51. 0 

45 ! 2 

64. 8 

66.’ 2 
43. 8 

99 ! 3 
0. 7 


Share and share-cash. 

81,266 

76,318i 

33,347 

52 



42.3 

40! 1 

30 ! 9 

o!6 


Cash and unspecified. 

16,670 

27,819 

13,903 

13 


8.6 

14,6 

12.9 

0,1 



vww iO 0.0- O) LAV U. J.. ... 

^ Figures for 1900 include Indian Territory; those for 1890 are for Indian Territory; no data for 1880. 
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Table 53. — ^ Number of Farms , by Tenure , with Per Cent Distribution , by 
Divisions and States : 1880 to 1920 — Continued. 


DIVISION OB STATE 
AND TENURE. 


WEST South Central— 
Continued. 

TEXAS, total 

Owners and managers . 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash- 
Cash and unspecified. 

Mountain. 

Montana, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

Idaho, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

Wyoming, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

Colorado, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

NEW Mexico, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

Arizona, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

Utah, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

Nevada, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

Pacific. 

Washington, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cosh and unspecified 

Oregon, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 

California, total 

Owners and managers 

Tenants 

Share and share-cash 
Cash and unspecified 


it . 

NUMBER OF FABM.^. PKR CENT DISTBIBUTIUN. 


1920 

1910 

1900 

1800 

1880 

i 

1920 

1910 

1900 

1890 

1880 

436,033 

417 , 770 

352 , 190 

22^,126 

174 , IS4I 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

m 724 

198, 195 

177,199 

132,616 

108 , 716 , 

46.7 

47.4 

50.3 

6 S , 1 

62.4 

232,309 

219 , 575 

174, 991 

93, 510 

65 , 468 ' 

53.3 

52.6 

49.7 

41.9 

37.6 

215, 990 

193,392 

149, 181 

73,429 

53,379 

49.5 

46.3 

42 4 

3!l 1 

30.6 

16,319 

28,183 

26,810 

20,081 

12,080 

3 7 

6 3 

7.3 

8 . 8 ; 

6.9 

57,677 

26, 214 

13,370 

5,603 

1,519 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100 0 

100.0 

51, 170 

23. 870 

12,140 

5,333 

1,439 

88. 7 

91.1 

90.8 

95.2 

94,7 

6,507 

2,344 

1,230 

270 

SO 

11.3 

8.9 

9.2 

4 .S 

5.3 

4, 558 

1,003 


146 

63 

7.9 

3 .Ht 

4.5 

2 6 

4 . 1 

1,949 

1,341 

624 

124 

17 

3.4 

5.1 

4.7 

2.2 

1.1 

42,106 

30 , ,807 

17,471 

6,603 

I , 8 ss ! 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

B ) 0.0 

a 5,405 

27,619 

15,942 

6,298 

1,796 

84. 1 

89.7 

91.2 

95 . 4 

95.3 

6,701 

3, 188 

1,529 

305 

89 

1 . 5.9 

10.3 

8.8 

4.6 

4.7 

4, 177 

1, 770 

1,123 

236 

57 

9.9 

5 7 

6.4 

3.6 

3.0 

2,524 

1,418 

406 

69 

32 

6.0 

4.6 

2.3 

1.0 

1.7 

15,748 

10,987 

6,095 

3,125 

457 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100 0 

13, 780 

10,090 

5,631 

2,993 

444 

87.5 

91.8 

92 4 

9.5 . 8 

97.2 

1,968 

897 

464 

132 

13 

12.5 

8.2 

7.6 

4.2 

2.8 

1, 168 

434 

233 

71 

8 

7.4 

4.0 

3.8 

2.3 

l.S 

800 

463 

231 

61 

5 

5.1 

4.2 

3.8 

2 0 

l.i 

59,934 

46. 170 

24,700 

16,389 

4,506 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

46, 171 

37,780 

19, 119 

14,546 

3,922 

77.0 

81.8 

77.4 

88.8 

87.0 

13,763 

8,390 

5,681 

1,843 

584 

23.0 

IS 2 

22.6 

11.2 

13.0 

9,879 

5, 146 

3,351 

1,258 

419 

16 . 5 

11.1 

13.6 

7.7 

9.3 

3,884 

3,244 

2,230 

585 

165 

6.5 

7.0 

9.0 

3.6 

3.7 

29,844 

35,676 

12,311 

4,458 

5,053 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100 0 

100.0 

26,189 

33,719 

11,167 

4,257 

4,645 

87.8 

94.5 

90.6 

95.5 

91.9 

3,655 

1,957 

1,154 

201 

408 

12.2 

5 5 

9.4 

4 . ,5 

8.1 

2 ; 508 i 

1,284 

883 

168 

386 

8.4 

8.6 

7.2 

3.8 

7.6 

1, 147 

673 

271 

33 

22 

3 .H 

1.9 

1 2.2 

0.7 

0.4 

9,975 

9,227 

5,809 

1,426 

767 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

8, 174 

8,366 

5^320 

1,313 

666 

81.9 

90.7 

91.6 

92. 1 

86.8 

1,801 

861 

489 

113 

1 101 

18.1 

9.3 

1 8.4 

7.9 

13.2 

914 

290 

189 

62 

59 

9.2 

3.1 

3.3 

4.3 

7.7 

887 

571 

300 

51 

42 

8.9 

6.2 

1 5.2 

3.6 

5.5 

25,662 

21 , 676 

19,387 

10, 517 

9,452 

100.0 

100 0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

22,875 

19,956 

17,674 

9,974 

9, 019 

89.1 

92.1 

91.2 

94.8 

95.4 

2,787 

1,720 

1, 713 

543 

433 

10.9 

7.9 

8.8 

5.2 

4. 6 

1,425 

934 

1,2017 

422 

373 

5.0 

4.3 

6 2 

4.0 

3.9 

1,362 

786 

506 

121 

60 

5.3 

3.6 

2 . 6 ; 

1.2 

0.6 

3,163 

2,689 

2,184 

1,277 

l,40i 

100.0 

100.0 

100 0 

100 n 

100.0 

2,867 

2,356 

1,935 

1,181 

1,268 

90.6 

87.6 

SS 6 

* 92 . 5 

90.3 

296 

333 

249 

96 

136 

9.4 

12 4 

11.4 

1 7 . 5 

9.7 

125 

108 

87 

46 

73 

4.0 

3.8 

4.0 

' 3 . 6 

5.2 

171 

230 

162 

50 

63 

5 4 

8 6 

7.4 

; 3.9 

4.5 

66 , 2 SS 

56, 192 

33,202 

18,056 

6,529 

i 

100.0 

100.0 

100-0 

100.0 

100.0 

53, 869 

48,466 

28,425 

16,529 

6,058 

81.3 

86.3 

85.6 

91.5 

92,8 

12,419 

7,726 

A, 777 

l '627 

471 

18.7 

13 . 7 

14.4 

8 * 5 

7.2 

6,120 

8,714 

2,436 

986 

262 

9.2 

6.6 

7.3 

5 . 5 

4.0 

6,299 

4 ; 012 

2,341 

541 

209 

9.3 

7.1 

7.1 

3.0 

3.2 

50,206 

45,502 

35, 837 

25,530 

16, 217 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

40,779 

38,643 

29,471 

22,324 

13,938 

SI . 2 

84.9 

82.2 

87.4 

8 . 5.9 

9,427 

6' $59 

6,366 

3,206 

2,279 

18.8 

15. 1 

17.8 

12.6 

14. 1 

4,454 

3, 172 

3,729 

2 123 

1,538 

8.9 

7.0 

10.4 

8.3 

9.5 

4,973 

3,687 

2 , 637 i 

1,083 

741 

9.9 

8.1 

7.4 

4.2 

4.6 

117, 670 

88,197 

72 , 54 :^ 

52,894 

35,934 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

92,529 

70,049 

55,7821 

43. 489 

28, 810 

78.6 

79.4 

76.9 

82.2 

80.2 

25, 141 

18, 148 

16 , 760 ] 


7, 124 

21.4 

20.6 

23.1 

17.8 

19.8 

10,385 

6,839 

7,686 

4,831 

3,915 

8.8 

7.8 

10.6 

9.1 

10.9 

14,756 

11, 309 

9,074 

4,574 

3,209 

12.5 

12 8 

12.5 

8.6 

8.9 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Table 54. — ^Parm Acreage, by Tenure, with Per Cent Distribution and Per 
OENTAGB OP FaRM LaND IMPROVED, BY DIVISIONS AND STATES : 1920 AND 1910. 


DIVISION OR STATE 
AND TENURE. 


UNITED STATES. 

Total 

Owners ” 

Managers 

Tenants 

Geographic Divisions. 

New England, total.... 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Mid. Atlantic, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

E. N, Central, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

W. N. Central, total. . . 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

South Atlantic, total . . 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

B. S. Central, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

W. s. Central, total.... 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Mountain, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Pacieic, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 1 

New England. 

Main e, total 

Owners 

Managers I 

Tenants 

New Hampshire, total.. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Vermont, total 

Owners I* 

Managers 

Tenants 

Massachusetts, total . , . 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


ALL LAND IN FARMS 
(ACRES). 

improved land in 
FARMS (ACRES). 

PER CENT 

distribution. 

PER CENT 
OF FARM 





All land. 

Improved 

LAND im- 
proved. 

1920 

1910 

1920 

1910 







1920 

1910 

1920 

1910 

1920 

1910 

955 , 883 , 71i 
636 , 775 , OR 
54 , 129 , 15 ; 
264 , 979,543 

> 878 , 798,325 

> 598 , 554,617 

53 , 730,865 

226 , 512,843 

503 , 07 ^ 00 : 

314 , 107 ; 48S 

13 , 210 , 99 £ 

176 , 764 , 52 £ 

r 478 , 451, 750 
( 309 , 850,421 
12 , 314,015 
> 156 , 287,314 

100 . ( 
66 . e 

5.1 

27 .; 

) 100.C 

68.3 

6.3 

25.5 

) 100 .( 
62 .^ 
2 .( 
34 . ( 

) 100.0 
64.8 
2.6 
32.7 

52 . e 

49.5 
24 .^ 

66.5 

54.4 

51.8 

22.9 
69.0 

16 , 990,642 

14 , 704,536 

980,426 

1 , 305,686 

19 , 714 , 931 
17 , 089, 126 
1 , 087 ; 463 
1 , 638,343 

6 , 114,601 
? 279, 659 
323,146 
511,796 

7 , 254,904 

6 , 259,844 

376,404 

618,656 

100 . c 

86.5 

5.g 

7.7 

100 . C 
86.7 

6.5 

7.5 

100 . ( 
86.5 
6.S 
S .^ 

) 100.0 
86.3 
5.2 
8.5 

36 . C 
35 . £ 
33 . C 
39.2 

36.8 

36.6 

34.6 
40.2 

40 , 572,901 
29 , 018,681 
1 , 923,037 
9 , 631, 183 

43 , 191, 066 
30 , 283,268 
1 , 714,084 
11 , 193, 704 

26 , 662,107 

18 , 776,624 

1 , 027,679 

6 , 757,804 

29 , 320,894 
20 , 288,060 
910,418 
8 , 122, 416 

100 . c 

71.5 

4.7 

23.7 

100 . C 
70.1 
4.0 
25.9 

100 . C 
70.7 
3 .£ 
25 .^ 

U00.0 

69.2 

3.1 

27.7 

65.fi 

64.7 

63.4 

70.2 

67.9 

67.0 

53.1 
72.6 

117 , 735,179 
76 , 518, 051 
2 , 867,235 
38 , 349,893 

117 , 929, 148 
80 , 234,320 
2 , 354,205 
35 , 340,023 

87 , 894,835 

55 , 129,801 

1 , 828,791 

30 , 936,243 

88 , 947,228 

58 , 470,026 

1 , 493,321 

28 , 983,881 

100.0 

65.0 

2.4 

32.6 

100.0 

68.0 

2.0 

30.0 

100 . c 

62.7 
2. 1 
35.2 

100.0 

66.7 

1.7 

32.6 

74.7 
72.0 

63.8 
80.7 

75.4 
72.9 

63.4 
82.0 

256 , 973,229 

168 , 570,080 

6 , 079,202 

82 , 323,947 

232 , 648,121 

164 , 789,866 

6 , 005,299 

62 , 852,967 

171 , 394,439 
107 ; 103, 336 
2 , 856,089 
61 , 436,014 

164 , 284,862 

111 , 279,586 

2 , 726,669 

50 , 278,608 

100.0 

65.6 

2.4 

32.0 

100.0 

70.8 

2.2 

27.0 

100.0 

62.5 

1.7 

36.8 

100.0 

67.7 

1.7 

30.6 

66.7 

63.6 
47.0 

74.6 

70.6 

67.6 
54.5 
80.0 

97 , 775,243 

61 , 798,370 

4 , 402,027 

31 , 674,846 

103 , 782,255 
69 , 129, 783 
3 , 364,390 
31 , 288,082 

48 , 509,886 

28 , 028,682 

1 , 470,268 

19 , 010,936 

48 , 479,733 
28 , 844 ; 267 
1 , 229,084 
18 , 406,382 

100.0 

63.2 
4.5 

32.3 

100.0 

66.6 

3.2 

30.1 

100.0 

67.8 

3.0 

39.2 

100.0 

59.6 

2.5 

38.0 

49.6 

45.4 

33.4 
60.2 

46.7 

41.7 
36.5 

58.8 

78 , 897,463 
64 , 021, 795 
1 , 628,565 
23 , 347,103 

81 , 620,629 
67 ; 131 , 972 
1 , 603,467 
22 , 785, 190 

4A 380, 132 
27 , 730,393 
686,091 
15 , 964,648 

43 , 946,846 
27 , 383, 922 
578, 791 
15 , 984, 133 

100.0 

68.5 
1.9 

29.6 

100.0 

70.1 

2.0 

28.0 

100.0 

62.5 

1.6 

36.0 

100.0 

62.3 
1.3 

36.4 

56.3 

51.3 
44.8 

68.4 

53.9 

47.9 

36.1 

70.2 

173 , 449,127 

104 , 781,491 

16 , 510,572 

52 , 157,064 

169 , 149, 976 
104 , 353,474 
19 , 698,171 
45 , 098, 331 

64 , 189,606 
33 , 786, 227 
1 , 338,924 
29 , 064 , 455 

68 , 264, 273 
30 , 885, 471 
1 , 426,467 
25 , 952, 335 

100 0 
60.4 
9.5 
30.1 

100.0 

61.7 
11.6 

26.7 

100.0 

52.6 

2.1 

45.3 

100.0 

53.0 

2.4 

44.5 

37.0 

32.2 

8.1 

56.7 

34.4 

29.6 
7.2 

67.6 

117 , 337,226 
90 , 888, 734 
12 , 973, 586 
13 , 474^906 

59 , 533,420 
42 , 265,930 
11 , 003, 725 
6 , 263,765 

30 , 105,868 

23 , 592,819 

1 , 536,415 

4 , 976,634 

16 , 915,002 

12 , 152,588 

1 , 471,963 

2 , 290,451 

100.0 

77.6 

11.1 

11.5 

100.0 

71.0 

18.5 

10.5 

100.0 

78.4 

5.1 

16.6 

100.0 

76.4 
9.2 

14.4 

25.7 
26.0 

11.8 
36.0 

26.7 

28.8 
13.4 
36.6 

56 , 152,705 

36 , 473,277 

6 , 864,507 

12 , 814,921 

51 , 328,789 
33 , 276, 880 
7 , 900,061 
10 , 151, 848 

1 123 , 921,533 
14 , 679,942 
2 , 144,596 
7 , 096,995 

22 , 038, 008 
14 , 286,658 
2 , 100, 898 
5 , 650, 452 

100.0 

65.0 

12.2 

22.8 

100.0 

64.8 
16.4 

19.8 

100 0 
61.4 
9.0 
29.7 

100.0 
64 8 

9 5 
25.6 

42.6 

40.2 

31.2 
55.4 

42.9 
42.9 
26 6 
56.7 

5 , 425,968 
5 , 073,856 
145 , 793 
206,319 

6 , 296, 859 
5 , 915, 822 
156,901 
224^136 

1 , 977,329 
1 , 853,224 
49,431 
74, 674 

2 , 360, 657 
2 , 222,452 
53,352 
84, 853 

100 . 0 : 

93.6 

2.7 

3.8 

100 . o ; 

93.9 

2.5 

3.6 

100.0 

93.7 

2.5 

3.8 

100.0 

94.1 

2.3 

3.6 

36.4 

36.6 

33.9 

36.2 

37.5 

37.6 
34.0 
37.9 

2 , 603,806 
2 , 296,383 
154,358 
153 , 066 

3 , 249 , 458 
2 , 863, 633 
209 625 
176, 200 

702, 902 
■ 623,673 
33,821 
45 , 408 

929 , ISS 
829,301 
42,790 
57,094 

100 . o : 
88. 2 
5.9 
5 9 

L00 . 0 : 

88.1 

6.5 

5.4 

100 . 0 : 

88.7 

4.8 

6.6 

100.0 

89.3 

4.6 

6.1 

27.0 

27.2 

21.9 

29.7 

28.6 

29.0 

20.4 

32.4 

4 , 235 , 811 
3 , 520,899 
160, 197 
664^715 

4 , 663,577 
3,816 498 
208, 938 
63 ^ 141 

1 , 69L 595 
1 , 38^502 
56,962 
24^131 

1 , 033,965 

1 , 321,497 

52,584 

259,884 

100 . 0 ] 

83,1 

3.5 

13.3 

LOO.O ] 
81.8 
4.5 
13.7 

LOO . O : 

82.0 

3.3 

14.7 

too 0 

80.9 
3.2 

16.9 

39.9 
39 4 
37.3 

43.9 

35.0 

34.6 
25.2 

40.7 

2 , 494, 477 
2 , 021 , 920 
313 , 095 
159 , 462l 

2 , 875, 941 

2 , 343, 103 

908,834 
744,523 
104, 650 
59, 661 

1 , 164,501 ] 
931, 621 
150,206 
82 , 674Ji 

LOO . 0 3 
81.1 
12.6 
6.4 

. 00.01 

81.5 

11.6 
7.0 

. 00.0 3 
81.9 
11.6 
6.6 

100,0 

80.0 

12.9 

7.ll 

36.4 
36.8 

33.4 

37. 4 

40.5 

39.8 
45.4 

40.9 
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Table 54. — ^Fabm Aceeage, by Tentjee, with Per Cent Distribution and Per- 
centage OE Farm Land Improved, by Divisions and States: 1920 and 1910— 
Continued. 


DIVISION OR STATE. 
AND TENURE. 


New Englajoth- CJ on. 

Rhode Island, total 

Owners 

Hanagers 

Tenants 

Connecticut, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Middle Atlantic. 

New Yore, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

New Jersey, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Pennsylvania, total- . . . 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

East North Central, 

Ohio, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Indiana, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Illinois, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Michigan, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Wisconsin, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

West North Central 

Minnesota, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Iowa, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Missouri, total 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants - 


ALL LAND IN FARMS 

I (acres). 


IMPROVED LA2TO IN 
FARMS (ACRES). 


PER CENT 
DISTRIBUTION. 



1,898,980 2,185,788 
1,542,544 1,831,807 

187,191 136,649 

169,245 217,332 


178,344 100. 0100.0 lOa 0100.0 40.1 40.2 
127,964 75.1 71.8 73.6 71.8 39.3 40.2 

15,914 9.0 10.0 10.5 8.9 46.8 35.8 

34^466 15.9 18.2 16.0 19.3 40.1 42.8 

983, 252 lOO. 0 100. 0 100. 0 lOO. 0 36, 9 45. 2 
827,009 81.2 83.8 81.7 83.7 37.1 45.1 

61,558 9.9 6.3 9.3 6.2 34.9 45.1 

99,685 8.9 9.9 8.9 10.1 37.1 45.9 


20,632,803 22,030,367 
15,084,383 15,824,840 
932,355 838,476 

4,616,065 5,367,061 

2,282,585 2,573,857 
1,424,791 1,56^906 

208,391 ^,340 

649,403 783,611 

17,657,513 18,586,832 
12,609 507 12,895,522 
782,291 648,268 

4^36?715 6,043,042 


13, 168, 781 14, 844, 039 lOO. 0 100. 0 100. 0 lOO. 0 
9,600,996 10,606,157 73.1 71.8 73.0 71.4 
462,387 431,936 4 5 3.8 3.5 2.9 

3,095,398 3,80^ 946 22.4 24.4 23.5 25.6 

1,555^607 1,803,336 100.0100.0 100.0100.0 
971,819 1,105,612 62.4 60.7 62.6 61.3 

101,871 106,528 9.1 8.8 6 5 5.9 

481,917 591,196 28.6 30.4 31.0 32.8 

11, 847, 719 12, 673, 519 lOO. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 
A 203, 809 8,576,291 70.8 69 4 69.2 67.7 
463,421 371,954 4.4 3.6 3 9 2.9 

3,180,489 3,725,274 24.7 27.1 26.8 29.4 


63.8 67.4 

63.6 67.0 

49.6 .51.5 

67.1 70.9 

68.2 70.1 

68.2 70.7 

48.9 46.9 

74.2 7.5.4 

67.1 6a2 

65.6 66 5 

59.2 67.4 
72 9 73.9 


23,515,888 24,105,708 
15,000,053 16,031,682 
561,724 504,636 

7,954,111 7,569,390 

21,063,332 21,299,823 
12,870,464 13,938,925 
472 916 483,469 

7,719,952 6,877,429 

31,974,775 3^ 522,937 
16,265 076 1^787,063 
712,850 558,463 

14,996,849 14,177,411 

19,032,961 18,940,614 
14,541,461 15,107,494 
687, 891 452, 604 

3,903,609 3, 380*, 616 

22,148,223 21,060,066 
17,840,997 17,369,166 
'531,854 355,133 

3,776,372 3,336,777 


18,542,353 19,227,969 100.0100.0100.0100.0 
1L748!480 12,724,672 6^ 8 66.5 63.3 66.2 
390,147 349,442 2.4 2.1 2.1 1.8 

6,405,726 6,153,855 33 8 31.4 34.5 32.0 

16,680,212 16,931,252 100.0100.0100.0100.0 
lO! 025 ! 972 10,943,297 61.1 65.4 60 1 64.6 

346,707 343,151 2 2 2 3 2 1 2.0 

6,307,633 5,644,804 36.7 32.3^37-8 33.3 

27, 294, 533 28, 048, 323 1 100. 0 100. o' 100. 0 100. 0 
is! 621, 331 15,033,192 60.9 54.71 49.9 63.6 

577 ! 664 428,467 2.2 1.7 2.ll 1.5 

13,095,548 12,686,664 46.9 43. 6 j 48. Oj 44.9 

12,925,521 12,832,078 100. 0100.0 100. o’ 100.0 
9,846,841 10,142,1591 76.4 79 8, 76.2! 79.0 
; 272!352 217,109 3.1 2.4 2.1- 1.7 

2,806,328 2,472,810' 20.5 17.8, 21.7 19.3 

12. 452. 216 11, 907, 606 100. 0 100 oj 100. 0 100. 0 
9!889 !i77 9,626,706 80.6 82.6 79.4 80.8 
24i!931 155,152 2.4 1.7 1.9 1.3 

2,32ljl0& 2,125,748 17.0 15.8 18. 6 17. 9j 


30,221,768 27,675,823 21,481,710' 
21 014,164 20,668,885 14,254,641 
44^089 413,734 283,809 

8, 764, 505 6, 593, 204 6, 943, 200 

33,474,896 33,930,688 28,606,951 
18 051 121 20,214,337 15,319,624i 
569 086 490,806 445,897 

14, 864! 689 13,225,646 1^841,430 

34,774,079 34,591,248 24,832,966* 
24 686 797 25,189,241 17,466,9711 
664 447 629,845, 428,977 

9, 423, 435 8, 772, 1621 6, 937, 018] 


7a 9 79.8 

78.31 79.4 
69.5; 69.2 
80.51 81.3 

79.2 79.5 

77.9 78.5 

73. 3 1 71.0 
81. 7j 82.1 

86.4 80.2 

83.7 84 5 

81. 01 76 7 
87. 3| S8.8 

C 7 . 9 I 07. S 

67.7 67.1 
46.3' 48.0 

71.9 7a I 

56.2 56.5 

55.4 55.4 

46.5 43.7 

61.6 63.7 


19, 643, 533 100. 0 lOO 0 100. 0 100. ^ 
14 163 505 69.6 74 7 66.4 72.1 

285,241 1.5 1 6 1.3 1.5' 

6,2041787 29.0 23.8 32.3 26 5; 

29, 491, 199 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100 0 
17 432,236! 63.9 69.6 53.6 59. 1| 

383 977 1.7 1 4 1.6 1 3; 

11,674,987 44.4 39.0 44.9 39.6 

24, .581, 186 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 
17 694, 543 : 71. 0 72. 8 70. 3 72. 0 

39ii,712 1.9 1.8 1.7 1.6! 

6,489 931 27.1 25.4 27.9 26.4, 


71.11 71.0 

67.8 6a 5 

64.1 68.9 

79.2 78.9 

85.5 86.9 

84.9 86 2 

78.4 78 2 

86.4 88 3 

71.4 71.1 
70.8 70.2 
64.6! 63.0 
73.6* 74.0 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 54. — ^Parm Acreage, by Tenure, with Per Cent Distribution and Per- 
centage OF Farm Land Improved, by Divisions and States: 1920 and 1910— 
Continued. 



ALL LAND IN FARMS 
(ACBEa). 

IMPROVED LAND IN 
FARMS (ACRES). 

PER CENT 

distribution. 

PER CENT 
OF FARM 

DIVISION OR STATE 
AND TENXntE. 




1910 

All land. 

Improved 

land. 

LAND IM- 
PROVED. 




1920 


1920 

B 



West North Central— 
Continued. 











North Daeota, total. . . 

36,214,751 

28.426,650 

24,563,178 

20,455,092 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

67.8 

72.0 

Owners 

26,850,085 

23.586,728 

17,457,329 

16,407,698 

74.1 

83.0 

71.1 

80.2 

65.0 

69.6 

Managers 

811,467 

477,213 

482,855 

374,882 

2.2 

1.7 

2.0 

1.8 

59.5 

78.6 

Tenants 

8,553,199 

4,362,709 

6,622,994 

3,672,512 

23.6 

15.3 

27.0 

18.0 

77.4 

84.2 

South Dakota, total — 

34,636,491 

26,016,892 

18,199,250 

15,827,208 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

52.6 

60.8 

Owners 

24,169,377 

19,314,938 

11,483,257 

10,779,500 

69.8 

74.2 

68.1 

68.1 

47.5 

55.8 

Managers 

889,717 

635, 199 

278,756 

288,166 

2.6 

2.4 

1.5 

1.8 

31.3 

45.4 

Tenants 

9,577,397 

6,066,755 

6,437,237 

4,769,542 

27.7 

23.3 

35.4 

30.1 

67.2 

78,6 

Nebraska, total 

42,225,475 

38,622,021 

23,109,624 

24,382,577 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

64.7 

63,1 

Owners 

26,421,765 

26,975,654 

13,178,570 

15,463,311 

62.6 

69.8 

57.0 

6:^.4 

49.9 

57.3 

Managers 

1,480,485 

1,094,812 

432,464 

562,829 

8.5 

2.8 

1.9 

2.3 

29.2 

51.4 

Tenants 

14,323,225 

10,551,655 

9,498,690 

8,356,437 

33.9 

27.3 

41.1 

34.3 

66.3 

79.2 

Kansas, total 

45.425,179 

43,384,799 

30,600,760 

29,904,067 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

67.4 

68.9 

Owners 

27,376,771 

28, 840, 182 

17,942,944 

19,348,793 

60.3 

66.5 

68.6 

64.7 

66.6 

67.1 

Managers 

1,220,911 

1,263,691 

503,271 

434,862 

2.7 

2.9 

1.6 

1.5 

41.2 

34.4 

Tenants 

16,827,497 

13,280,928 

12,154,545 

10,120,412 

37.0 

30.6 

39.7 

33.8 

72.2 

76.2 

South Atlantic. 











Delaware, total 

944,511 

1,038,866 

653,052 

713,638 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

69.1 

68.7 

Owners 

451,476 

476,827 

302,219 

822,077 

47.8 

45.9 

46.3 

45.1 

66.9 

67.5 

Managers 

21,485 

21,164 

16,644 

17,587 

2.3 

2.0 

2.5 

2.5 

77.0 

83.1 

Tenants 

471,660 

640,876 

334,289 

373,874 

49.9 

62.1 

61.2 

52.4 

70.9 

69.1 

Maryland, total 

4,757,999 

6,057,140 

2,905,318 

3,136,728 

3,354,767 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

65,9 

66.3 

Owners 

2,750,870 

1,759,988 

1, 883,482 

57.8 

57.4 

66.1 

56.1 

64.0 

64.8 

Managers 

25^426 

1,747^,703 

207,291 

168,518 

129,269 

5.5 

4.1 

5.4 

3.9 

66.0 

62.4 

Tenants 

1,944,631 

1,208,222 

1,342,016 

36.7 

38.6 

38.6 

40.0 

69.1 

69.0 

Dist. Columbia, total. .. 

5,668 

6,063 

4,268 

5,133 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

75.1 

84.7 

Owners 

1,729 

2,429 

1,311 

2,127 

30.6 

40.1 

30.8 

41.4 

75.8 

87.6 

Managers 

1,951 

1,456 

1,519 

1,263 

34.4 

24.0 

35.7 

24.6 

77,9 

86.7 

Tenants 

1,988 

2,178 

1,428 

1,743 

35.1 

35.9 

33.5 

34.0 

71.8 

80.0 

Virginia, total 

18,561,112 

19,495,636 

9,460,492 

9,870,068 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

51.0 

50.6 

Owners 

13,760,903 

14,716,345 

7,042,904 

7,471,786 

74.1 

75. 6 

74.4 

75.7 

51.2 

50.8 

Managers 

823,750 

660,325 

415,481 

320,528 

4.4 

3.4 

4.4 

3.2 

50.4 

48. 5 

Tenants 

3,976,459 

4,119,966 

2,002,107 

2,077,744 

21.4 

21.1 

21.2 

21.1 

60.3 

50.4 

West Virginia, total.... 

^569,790 

7,813,342 

10,026,442 

6,520,308 

6,521,757 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

57.7 

55.1 

Owners 

8, 184, 195 

4,687,648 

4,606,103 

81.6 

81.6 

83.1 

83.4 

58.7 

56.3 

Managers 

356,083 

284,502 

184,148 

133, 834 

3.7 

2.8 

3.3 

2.4 

51.7 

47.0 

Tenants 

1,400,365 

1,657,746 

748, 512 

781,820 

14.6 

16.5 

13.6 

14.2 

53.5 

50.2 

North Carolina, total . 

20,021,736 

22,439,129 

8,198,409 

8,813,056 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

40.9 

39.3 

Owners 

13,441,509 

15,656,323 

4,966,358 

6,639,783 

67.1 

69.8 

60.6 

62.9 

36.9 

35.4 

Managers 

386,449 

582,377 

112,279 

159,982 

1.9 

2.6 

1.4 

1.8 

29.1 

27.6 

Tenants 

6,193,778 

6,200,429 

3,119,772 

3,113,291 

30.9 

27. 6j 

38.1 

35.3 

50.4 

50.2 

South Carolina, total,. 

12,426,675 

6,71^237 

13,512,028 

6,184,159 

6,097,999 

100.0 

100.0 

100. 0 

100.0 

49.8 

45.1 

Owners 

8,05i;S03 

647,412 

2,622,929 

2,800,778 

54.1 

59.6 

42.4 

45.9 

39.0 

34.8 

Managers 

424,522 

116,442 

141,806 

3.4 

4.1 

1.9 

2.3 

27.4 

25.9 

Tenants 

5,284,916 

4,913,113 

3,444,788 

3, 155,415 

42.5 

36.4 

55.7 

51.7 

65.2 

64.2 

►Georgia, total 

25,441, 061 

26,953,413 

13,055,209 

12,298,017 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

51.3 

45.6 

Owners 

12,800,859 

14,851,292 

6,108,363 

4,931,295 

, 60.3 

55.1 

39.1 

40.1 

39.9 

33.2 

Managers 

925, 989 

779, 122 

319, 099 

248,350 

3.6 

2.9 

2.4 

2.0 

34.5 

31.9 

Tenants 

11,714,213 

11, 322,999 

7,627,767 

7,118,372 

46.0 

42.0 

58.4 

57.9 

65.1 

62.9 

Florida, total 

6,046,691 

5,253,538 

2,297,271 

1,805,408 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

38.0 

34.4 

Owners..,. 

4,060,445 

4,286,551 

1,636,972 

1,286,836 

67.2 

81.6 

71. 3 i 

71.3 

40.3 

30.0 

Managers. 

1,202,372 

280,741 

136,238 

76,465 

19.9 

5.3 

5.9 

4.2 

11.3 

27.2 

Tenants 

783,874 

686,246 

524,061 

442,107 

1 13.0 

13. 1 

22.8 

24.5 

66.9 

64.4 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Table 54.— P^m Acbeage, by Tbnubb, with Per Cent Distribution and Phb 
1*^0 Improved, by Divisions and States: 1920 and 1910— 


DIVISION OR STATE 
AND TBNtJRB. 


Mountain— C! oa. 


Arizona, total. 

Owners 

Managers. . , 
Tenants.... 


Utah, total..., 
Owners..., 
Managers.. 
Tenants... 


Nevada, total.. 

Owners 

Managers... 

Tenants.... 


Pacotc. 


Washinoton, totaL. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


Oregon, total.. 

Owners 

Managers... 

Tenants.... 


California, total... 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


ALL LAND IN FARMS 
(ACRES). 


1930 


1910 


5,802,126 

3,819,651 

1,390,940 

591,526 

5,050,410 

4,062,508 

615,734 

372,168 

2,357,163 
1,419 531 
796,477 
141,155 


13,244,720 

9,259,800 

611,136 

3,443,784 

13,542,318 

10,017,262 


1,246,613 

874,914 

264,798 

106,901 

3,397,699 

2,888,090 

315,376 

194,233 

2,714,757 

1,032,432 

1,624,130 

158,195 


2, 687; 132 

29,365,667 

17,196,215 

6,486,447 

6,684,005 


11,712,235 

9,115,171 

529,082 

2,067,982 

11,685,110 
9,036,370 
766,007 
1,882; 733 

27,931,444 

15,125,339 

6,604,972 

6,201,133 


IMPROVED LAND IN 
FARMS (ACRES). 


PER CENT 

distribution 


1920 


712,803 

442,010 

119,215 

151,578 

1,71A380 

1,45^096 

79 ,U 4 

178,940 

594,741 

396,252 

145,235 

53,254 


7,129,343 
4,529 580 
256,391 
2,343,372 


11,878,339 
6,819,212 
1,687,518 
3,4n;r'^ 


AUland. 


1910 


1920 1910 


350,173 
254,439 
35, sn 

1,368,211 
1,202,072 
66; 462 
99,677 

752,117 

386,132 

310,527 

55,458 


6,373,311 

4,760,836 

159,461 

1,453,014 

4,274,803 
8,061 350 
212 812 
1,000,641 

11,389,894 
6,464 472 
1,728 626 
3,196 797 


100.0 

65.8 

24.0 

10.2 


100.0 

70.2 

21.2 


Improved 

land. 


1920 1910 


100.0100.0 


8.6 21.3 


100 . 0100 . 0100.0 
80.4 86.0 ' 
12.2 9.3 
7.4 5.7 


100.0 

60.2 

33.8 

6.0 


100.0 

19.9 

4.1 

26.0 


74.0 

6.2 

19.8 


100.0 

58.6 

18.7 

22.8 


38.0 

56.1 
5.8 


77.8 

4.5 


62.0 

16. 


84.9 


4.6 

10.4 


|100.0|100.0 
66.6 
24.4 
9.0 


100.0100.0 


63.5 

3.6 


17.7 32.9 

|100. 0(100.0 100.0 
77.3 67.81 
6.6 6.1 
16.1 26.1 


100.0100.0100.0 


54.2 57.4 
23.6 13.4 

22.2 29.2 


72.7 

10.2 

17.1 

[ 100.0 

87.9 

4.9 

7.3 

100.0 

51.3 

41.3 

7.4 


PER CENT 
OF FARM 

land im- 
proved. 


1920 1910 


100.0 

74.71 

2 . 

22.8 

100.0 
71.6 
5.0 1 
23.4 


56.8 

15.2 

28.1 


12.3 

11.6 

&6 

25.6 

34.0 

35.9 

12.9 

48.1 

25.2 

27.9 

18.2 

37.7 


53.8 

48.9 
47.4 
68.0 

36.3 

33.3 

35.9 

47.7 

40.4 

39.7 

28.9 

51.9 


28.1 

29.1 

13.5 

56.0 

40.3 

41.6 

21.1 

51.3 

27.7 

37.4 

20.4 
35.1 


54.4 

52.2 

30.1 

70.3 

36.6 
33.9 

27.8 

53.1 

40.8 

42.7 

26.2 
51.6 
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Table 5 S . — Average Acreage oe All Land and of Improved Land per Farm, 
BT Tenure, by Divisions and States: 1920 and 1910. 



AVBBAOE ACBEAGE OF ALL LAND IN 
FABMS. 

AYEEAGE ACBEAGE OFIM7BOVED LAND 

IN FAEMS. 

DIVISION AND STATE. 

Owners. 

Managers. 

Tenants. 

Owners. 

Managers. 

Tenants. 


1920 

1910 

1920 

1910 

1920 

1910 

1920 

1910 

1920 




United States.. 

162.2 

151.6 

790.8 

924.7 

107.9 

96.2 

80.0 

78.6 

193.0 

211.9 

71.6 

66.4 

Geog. divisions: 

New England 

104.9 

101.6 

204.2 

202.2 

112.5 

102.5 

37.7 

37.2 

67.3 

70.0 

44.1 

41.2 

Middle Atlantic. . . 

88.7 

85.3 

196.2 

188.9 

109.2 

107.4 

67.4 

57.1 

104.3 

100.4 

76,6 

77.9 

E. North Central. . 

99.8 

99.2 

211.6 

217.0 

126.0 

116.4 

71.9 

72.3 

135.0 

137.7 

101.6 

95.5 

W. North Central. . 

237.0 

217.1 

664.1 

697.0 

219.6 

183.4 

150.6 

146.6 

266.0 

325.2 

163.8 

146.7 

South Atlantic 

101.8 

116.5 

449.2 

405.4 

58.2 

61.3 

46.2 

48.6 

150.0 

148.1 

36.1 

36.1 

E. Southcentral. . 

102.7 

111.9 

436.0 

487.4 

44.7 

43.1 

62.7 

53.6 

195.4 

176.9 

30.6 

30.2 

"W. South Central.. 

225.7 

236.7 

3,293.6 

4,194.7 

99.0 

90.6 

72.8 

70.1 

267.1 

303.8 

55.2 

52.2 

Mountain 

448.8 

262.8 

3,152.0 

3,778.8 

359.6 

318.1 

116.6 

75.6 

373.3 

505.5 

132.8 

116.3 

Pacidc 

202.5 

219.0 

976.0 

1,512.0 

272.7 

310.1 

81.6 

64.0 

304.9 

402.1 

151.0 

172.6 

New England: 

Maine 

111.7 

104.8 

185.5 

157.1 

103.0 

87.4 

40.8 

39.4 

62.9 

53.4 

37.3 

33.1 

New Hampshire.. . 

123.4 

116.9 

282.7 

307.8 

111.6 

93.8 

33.5 

33.9 

61.9 

62.8 

33.1 

30.4 

Vermont 

140.2 

136.0 

264.4 

328.6 

166.8 

159.2 

66.2 

47.1 

98.5 

82.7 

73.3 

64.8 

Massachusetts 

72.0 

73.1 

192.4 

177.6 

69.7 

67.8 

26.5 

29.0 

64.3 

80.6 

26.1 

27.8 

Rhode Island 

76.7 

77.9 

146.3 

177.0 

83.5 

84.5 

30.1 

31.3 

68.0 

63.4 

83.6 

36.1 

Connecticut 

78.4 

78.8 

174.9 

144.0 

88.2 

82.6 

29.1 

35.6 

61.1 

64.9 

32.7 

37.9 

Middle Atlantic: 

New York 

09.4 

94.9 

213.1 

207.0 

124.4 

119.6 

63.3 

63.6 

105.7 

106.6 

83.4 

84.8 

*• New Jersey 

65.1 

64.8 

211.1 

214.6 

95.1 

94.5 

44.4 

45.8 

103.2 

100.6 

70.6 

71.3 

Pftn'psyivftTjia 

81.6 

78,5 

174.2 

163.7 

98.6 

98.7 

53.4 

52.2 

103.2 

93.9 

71.9 

72.9 

E. Nokth Centeal: 
Ohio 

84.3 

83.5 

183.3 

183.3 

105.2 

98.1 

66.0 

66.2 

127.3 

126.9 

84.7 

79.7 

Indiana 

93.8 

93.9 

203.1 

210.3 

117.7 

106.3 

73.1 

73.7 

148.9 

149.4 

96.2 

87.3 

Illinois 

122.7 

122.6 

209.0 

234.1 

148.2 

135.8 

102.7 

103.6 

169.4 

179.6 

129.4 

120.6 

Michigan 

91.2 

87,7 

253.5 

230.8 

112.4 

103.4 

61.8 

58.9 

117.4 

110.7 

80.8 

75.6 

Wisconsin 

111.8 

115.0 

219.1 

244.8 

138.5 

136.3 

62.0 

63.7 

99.7 

106.9 

85.2 

86.2 

W. Noeth Centeal: 
Minnesota 

158.3 

169.3 

277.0 

338.6 

198.6 

200.9 

107.4 

115.9 

177.9 

233.4 

157.3 

lo8.6 

Iowa 

148.1 

152.0 

228.8 

254.8 

166.8 

161.1 

125.7 

131.1 

179.3 

199.4 

144.2 

142.2 

Missouri 

133.4 

131.0 

296.7 

314.8 

124.4 

106.7 

94.4 

92.0 

190.9 

198.3 

91.6 

78.2 

North Dakota 

471.7 

373.1 

949.1 

986.0 

429.4 

409.1 

306.7 

259.0 

664.7 

774.5 

332.5 

344.4 

South Dakota 

505.5 

333.1 

1,139.2 

1,480.7 

367.8 

315.5 

240.2 

185.9 

356.9 

671.7 

247.2 

247.6 

Nebraska 

379.2 

340.4 

1,126.8 

1,109,2 

268.1 

213.4 

189.2 

195.1 

328.9 

570.2 

177.8 

169.0 

Trfl,nsfl..<a 

282.0 

259.6 

816.7 

946.6 

252.3 

203.1 

184.8 

174.1 

336.6 

325.7 

182.2 

154.7 

South Atlantic: 
D^ware 

76.1 

77.2 

149.2 

172.1 

118.3 

119.3 

50.3 

62.1 

114.9 

143.0 

83.9 

82.4 

Maryland 

83.9 

86.7 

205.6 

209.8 

126.3 

134.9 

53.6 

66.2 

133.5 

130.8 

87.3 

93.1 

Dist. Columbia 

17.3 

20.6 

102.7 

97.1 

23.4 

25.9 

13.1 

18.0 

79.9 

84.2 

16.8 

20.8 

Virginia 

100.9 

110.1 

386.0 

406.4 

83.3 

84.5 

61.6 

55.9 

194.7 

197.2 

41.9 

42.6 

West Virginia 

108.4 

107.7 

326.7 

326.3 

99.3 

78.5 

63.6 

60.6 

168.9 

153.5 


39.4 

North Carolina 

88.8 

107.7 

416.4 

520.9 

52.7 

67.8 

32.8 

38.1 

121.0 

143.1 


29.0 

South Carolina 

99.2 

125.1 

575. 2 

634.3 

42.6 

44.2 

38.7 

43.5 

157.8 

164.3 

27.7 

28.4 

Georgia 

Florida 

125. 3 

160.6 

559. 5 

549.1 

56.6 

59.3 

60.0 

50.0 

192.8 

175.0 

36.9 

37.8 

106.5 

121.1 

657.4 

220.2 

57.3 

61.4 

42.5 

36.4 

74.5 

60.0 

38.3 

33.1 

E, South Centeal: 
Kentucky 

93. C 

102.5 

278.5 

317.6 

50.4 

60.2 

59. 6 

65.1 

167.8 

175.9 

34.5 

35.2 

Tennessee 

93.0 

101.8 

273.7 

405.5 

53.1 

49.8 

50.7 

51.8 

133.5 

140.3 

34.4 

32.8 

Alabama 

113.2 

127.8 

614.2 

667.8 

47.2 

44.8 

46.6 

44.5 

248.7 

185.9 

31.9 

31.3 

Mississippi 

W. South Centeal: 
Arkansas 

124.1 

127.3 

589.2 

710.9 

34.9 

34.5 

49.8 

45.8 

233.0 

203.7 

25.3 

25.5 

104.8 

116.2 

477.7 

430.1 

44.4 

43.8 

47.4 

45.2 

195.1 

147.7 

31.3 

29.4 

Louisiana 

109.3 

127,7 

1,087.1 

1,038.3 

37.0 

40.3 

52.0 

64.1 

437.2 

436.3 

29.5 

30.0 

Oklahoma 

19$. 2 

187.3 

990.4 

658,6 

128.3 

119.4 

106.0 

109.2 

209.9 

271.8 

82.2 

77.3 

Texas 

339.2 

353.3 

5,701.2 

7,699.4 

135.4 

115.1 

77.4 

70.9 

253.4 

309.8 

64.6 

58. 1 

Mountain: 

Montana 

575.9 

455.4 

3, 181.2 

2,831.7 

500.7 

629.1 

181.3 

123.9 

544.3 

708.6 

215.6 

165.4 

Idaho. 

196.2 

163.7 

508.9 

600.5 

177.8 

177.9 

102.3 

83,6 

238.9 

281.8 

117.4 

120.4 

Wyoming 

Colorado 

698.3 

526.9 

3,888.6 

9,205.8 

499.9 

588.0 

124.1 

96.2 

392-6 

610.6 

147.8 

140.3 

411.2 

274.0 

1,813.5 

1,449.1 

308.4 

269.0 

123.3 

78.6 

338.4 

394.4 

136.5 

129.2 

New Mexico 

693.2 

212.5 

8,921.6 

9,955.6 

736.7 

499.9 

64.1 

38.9 

170.4 

231.0 

67.8 

48. 2 

Arizona 

485.4 

106.7 

4,560.5 

1,624.5 

328.4 

124.2 

56.2 

31.0 

390.9 

220.1 

84.2 

69.6 

Utah 

179.9 

146.1 

2,080.2 

1,625.6 

133.5 

112.9 

64.5 

60.8 

268.1 

342.6 

64.2 

58.0 

Nevada 

525.9 

474.7 

4,740.9 

8,420.4| 

476. 9 

475.0 

146.8 

177.5 

864.5 

1,716.6 

179,9 

166.5 

Pacific: 

Washington 

176.7 

191.9 

463.3 

550.6 

277.3 

267.7 

85.9 

100.2 

219.6 

166.9 

188.7 

188.1 

Oregon 

261.3 

239.1 

914.8 

904.41 

285. 0 

274.6 

83.6 

81.0 

328.3 

251.3 

136.0 

145.9 

California 

196.3 

227.0 

1, 108. 4 

l,933.0j 

265.9 

341.7 

77.9 

97.0 

320.8 

505.9 

138.1 

176.1 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 56* — Farms and Farm Acrbagi^ with Percentage op Farm Land 
Improved and Average Acreage per Farm, by Tenure (Detailed Classipi- 
cation), by Divisions and States: 1920. 


PlViaUON OR STATE AND TENT7BB. 


UNITED STATES. 


Number of AUl^din 
farms. farms (acres). 


955,883,715 603,073,007 I 


O^ers 

Owning entire farm. . . . . 
Hiring additional land. . 

Managers 


3,925,090 1 636,775,015 
3,366,510 i 461,250,133 
558,580 175,524,882 


Tenants 

Share, including croppers 

Sbare.cash 

Cash, incl. standing renters ^ 
UnspeicUied 


Oboqeaphic Divisions. 
New England, total 


Ownars 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land.. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Sbare^aush.. 

Cash 

XJnspediled. 


2,451,804 
1,678,812 
127,822 
585,005 
63, 165 


314, 107,483 
235, 177,464 
78,930,019 


54,129,157 13,210,999 


264,979,543 

160,722,651 

24,334,428 

71,481,655 

8,440,909 


16,990,642 

14,704,536 

13,872,453 

832,083 


1,305,680 

437,980 

9,518 

777,164 

81,018 


175,764,525 
112,879,950 
19,933,107 
38,386,494 i 
4,554,974 


6,114,601 

5,279,659 

4,962,571 

317,088 


AVEBAGE ACRE 
AGE PER FARM 


MmDLE Atlantic, total. 


40,572,901 26,562,107 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land.. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

ShareKfush.. 

Cash.. 

Unspecified. 


20,018,681 

26,266,430 

2,752,251 

1,923,037 

9,631,183 

6,286,844 

122,264 

2,936,704 

285,371 


Owners 

Owmng entire farm 

Hiring additional land. . 

Managers 


Tenants 304,407 

Share 1S2.283 

ShareKjasli "33^ 

Cash....... 76,946 

UnspecifUxl nj ^42 


18,776,624 

16,967,504 

1,809,120 

1,027,679 

6, 757, 804 
4,676,971 
86,427 
1,898,050 
196,366 


East North CENTRAL, total. . 1,084,744 117,735,179 87,894,836 


65,129,801 

44,091,134 

11,038,667 

1,828,791 

30,936,243 

18,709,862 

6,071,232 

6,197,158 

957,991 


West North Central, total.. 1,096,951 256,973,229 171,394,439 66.7 


Owners..... 

O wning entire farm 543.249 

Hiring additional land 167, 907 

Managers 10,776 

378,019 

fejiure...,. 186,704 

feharcHjash 6S 316 

Ca&h..,. 107,568 

Lni»f>i:Cified 12 431 


168,670,080 

102,541,097 

66,028,983 

6,079,202 

S2, 323, 947 
43,708,698 
15,704,070 
20,439,823 
2,471,356 


107,103,336 
68,211, 736 
38,891,600 

2,856,089 

61,435,014 
32,736,649 
12,884,895 
14, 196, 819 
1,616,651 


1 i 'ropiHjrs and standing renters reported in the Southern States only. 
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Table 56. — ^Farms and Farm Acbbag-e, with Percentage of Farm Land 
Improved and Average Acreage per Farm, by Tenure (Betaijled Classifi- 
cation), BY Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 




i 

AUtondln ' 

1 I 

i 

Per ' 
aent of | 

^lVERAGE ackk- 
KOVi PER FARM. 

prVISlON OR STATE AND TBNTJBE. 

farms. f 

land 

im- 

)rovod. 

All 

land. 

Im- 

proved 

land. 

Geographic Divisions — C on. 

1, 158,076 

; 

97,775,243 j 

48,509,886 

49.6 

84.4 

41.9 



607,080 

546,663 

60.526 

9,700 

542,088 

380,512 

186,986 

202.526 
1,977 

139,907 

64,594 

75,313 

10,692 

1,051,600 

61,798,370 ; 
56,928,793 ; 
4,869,677 j 

4,402,027 1 

31,574,846 

21,137,125 

12,543,544 

8,593,581 

137,671 

9,479,880 

4,637,506 

4,942,374 

820,170 

28,028,682 

25,461,247 

2,567,435 

1,470,268 

19,010,936 
13, 291, .398 
7,271,970 
6,019,428 
82,101 

45.4 

101.8 

46.2 


44.7 

104.2 

46.6 


52.7 

8a5 : 

42.4 


33.4 

449.2 : 

mo 


60.2 j 

58.2 

35.1 


62.9 

54.3 

34.1 


58.0 i 

67.1 

3S.9 


70.0 

42.4 

29.7 


59.6 

69.6 

41.5 

Cash, including standing renters . . 

5,223,414 

2,268,361 

2,955,053 

55.1 

50.0 

67.8 

7a2 

87.3 

35.1 


59.8 

66.6 

39.2 


414,023 

50.5 

76.7 

38.7 

East South Central, total.. 

78,897,463 

44,380,132 

56.3 

76.0 

42.2 


525,808 

468,054 

57,754 

3,506 

522,286 

377,725 

175,441 

202,284 

54,021,795 

49,476,092 

4,545,703 

1,628,565 

27,730,393 

51.3 

102.7 

52.7 


25,025,398 

50.6 

106.7 

53.5 

TT?rfng 

2,704,996 

685,091 

59.5 

78.7 

46.8 


44. S 

436.0 

195.4 


23,347,103 

15,964,648 

68.4 

44.7 

30.6 


15,376,030 

9,225,669 

6,150,361 

282,046 

11.006,875 

71.6 

40.7 

29.1 

Share tenants p^nper ........ 

6,057,253 

4,949,622 

236,226 

65.7 

52.6 

34.5 


80.5 

30.4 

24.5 

Share~cash. 

6,795 

83.3 

41.5 

;j4.8 

Cash, including standing renters. 

rio eh urmifir 

124,478 

99,227 

25,251 

13,288 

6,893,419 

5,642,741 

1,250,678 

795,608 

4,283,933 

8,396,673 

62.1 

60.2 

55.4 

56.9 

34.4 

34.2 

V^CbOU VdiACm DO m m m m » m m m • 

ranters 

887,360 

437,614 

70.9 

49.5 

35. 1 

XTnspecided. 

56.0 

59.9 

32.9 





West South Central, total. . 

996,088 

173,449,127 

64,189,606 

37.0 

174.1 

64.4 


464,328 

104.781,491 ! 

33,788,227 

32.2 

22.17 

192.4 

72.8 

Owmiuc ©ntirfi fonxx^ 

391,145 



34.6 

66. 5 
106.3 

TTirtng additional land. .......... 

73,183 

5,013 

29,533,191 

7,782,321 

26,4 

403.6 

‘M’AnftCfirJ! ............ 

16,510,572 

1,338,924 

ai 

3,293.6 

1 267. 1 

nPflinQ.Tit.)a ................... 

626.747 

52,157,064 

29,064,465 

55.7 


\ 55.2 

cVtaM iT,/*1nrlinflP r^mnncrs* 

■ I 

36.915,010 

24,267,638 

65.7 

1 54. 5 

€^.3 
36,4 
79.0 


Hi 

M W iW 1 



6,689,064 

73.1 



1,098,111 

04.7 

122. 1 
201.6 
217.4 
43.7 
1 164.6 



3,246,776 

3,100,092 

26. 5 
25.7 

* 54. 3 

t 56.0 

1 33.1 

1 50.7 


193,765 

146,684 

75.7 


1,312,070 


34.4 

Mountain, totaL 

244, 109 

117,337,226 

30,105,888 

25.7 

1 480.7 

1 123.3 



90,888,734 

23,592,819 

15,012,554 

26.0 

i 448. 8 

. 1 iPi.5 

1 iiJi Ife 


165, 094 
37, 421 

4, 116 

52,127,214 

30.0 

20.6 

1 OJLDm f 

1,035.1= 

0 1 ^ 


38,761,520 

7,980,265 



12,973,586 

1,536,416 

11.8 

3,152.6 

} m/4 


37.478 

13,474,906 

4,976,634 

3,451,097 

161,910 

1,127,091 

36.9 


i 132.8 

c tiii 0 


23,968 

6,939, 134 



S 206.0 


78C 

327, 882 



J jOjj* 3 


10,916 

5,337,600 

1 iS2X« JL 


L 3081 1 

Unspecified 

1,808 


236, o3£ 

1 27.2 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Table 56. — Farms and Fakm Acreag^ with Percentage oe Farm Land 
Improved and Average Acreage per Farm, by Tenure (Detailed Classipi- 
cation), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


mwaiOK OB STATE AKD TENOBE. 


Obooraphic DivisioNa— Con. 


PAcmc, total, 


Ownora 

Owning entire 
Hiring additional land. 


Managers. 


Tenants 

Bhare. 

Share-cash 

Caah 

Unspecified 

New England. 


Maine, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm. . . , 
Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants... 

Share 

Share-cash. 

Cash 

Unspecified 


New Hampshire, total . 

Owners 

Owning entire farm. 

Hiring additianal land 

Managers 


Tenants 

Shar A 

Share-cash.. 

Cash 

Unspecified. 


Vermont, total, 


Owners... ... 

Owning entire' 

Hiring additional land. 


farm. 


Managers 

Tenants 

Share.. 

Share-cash.. 

Cash 

Unspecified, 


MASSACauSETTS, total, 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additiai^ land.. 


Managers 

Tenants 

Simre 

Slmre-cash.. 

Caish 

Unspecified. 


Number of 
farms. 

All land in 
farms (acres). 

Improved 
land m farms 
(acres). 

Per 
cent of 
farm 
land 
im- 
proved. 

avebage acre- 

age PEB FARM. 

AU 

land. 

Im- 

proved 

land. 

234,164 

66,152,705 

23,921,533 

42.6 

239.8 

102.2 

180,144 

36,473,277 

14,679,942 

40.2 

202.5 

81.5 

164,014 

22,350,151 

8,841,414 

39.6 

145.1 

57.4 

20,130 

14,123,126 

5,838,528 

41.3 

540.6 

223.4 


6,864,507 

2,144,596 

31.2 

976.0 

304.9 

46,987 

12,814,921 

7,096,995 

55.4 

272.7 

151.0 

19,670 

6,611,839 

4,641,839 

71.3 

331.1 

236.0 

1,289 

466,754 

307,946 

66.0 

362,1 

238.9 

24,442 


1,929,280 

36.5 

216.3 

78.9 

1,686 

549,627 

217,930 

39.7 

346.5 

137.4 

48,227 

5,426,968 

1,977,329 

36.4 

112.6 

41,0 

45,437 

5,073,856 

1,853,224 

36.6 

111.7 

40.8 

44,224 

4,908,915 

i; 790, 567 

36.5 


40.5 

1,213 

164,941 

62,657 


136.0 

51.7 

786 

145,793 

49,431 

33.9 

185.5 

62.9 

2,C04 

206,319 

74,674 

36.2 


37.3 

292 

37,626 

16,367 

40.9 

12a6 

52.6 

11 

996 

451 

45.3 


41.0 

1,569 

166,817 

65,092 

35.1 

99.9 

35.1 

132 

10,981 

3,774 

34.4 

83.2 

28.6 

20,528 

2,603,806 

702,902 

27.0 

126.9 

34.2 

18,604 

2,296,383 

623,673 

27.2 

123.4 

33.5 

17,836 

2,158,900 

587,392 

27.2 

121.0 

32.9 

768 

137,483 

36,281 

26.4 

179.0 

47.2 

546 

154,358 

33,821 

2L9 

282.7 

61.9 

1,373 

153,066 

45,408 

29.7 

111.5 

33.1 

120 

18,985 

5,980 

31.5 

158.2 

49.8 

5 

790 

185 

23.4 

158.0 

37.0 

1,073 

112,472 

33,657 

29.9 

104.8 

31.4 

175 

20,818 

5,586 

26.8 

119.0 

31.9 

29,075 

4,235,811 

1,691,695 

39.9 

145.7 

58.2 

26,121 

3,520,899 

1,387,502 

39.4 

140.2 

55.2 

23,926 

3,294,068 

1,300,390 

39.5 

137.7 

54.4 

1,195 

226,831 

87, 112 

38.4 

189.8 

72.9 

568 

160,197 

55,962 

37.3 

264.4 

1 98.5 

3,386 

664,715 

248,131 

43.9 

166.8 

! 73.3 

1,621 

325,382 

154,031 

47.3 

200.7 

95.0 

26 

4, 773 

2,321 

48.6 

183.6 

89.3 

1,489 

199,075 

78,742 

39.6 

133.7 

52.9 

250 

36,486 

13,037 

36.7 

141.9 

52.1 

32,001 

2,494,477 

908,834 

36.4 

77.9 

28.4 

28,087 

2,021,920 

744,623 

36.8 

72.0 

26.5 

26, 515 

1,878,343 

685,165 

36.5 

70.8 

25.8 

1,672 

143,577 

59,368 

41.3 

91.3 

37.8 

1,627 

313,096 

104,650 

33.4 

192.4 

64.3 


159,462 

69,661 

37.4 

69.7 

26.1 

330 1 

18,805 

7,804 

41.5 

57.0 

23.6 

23 1 

970 

492 


42.2 

21.4 

1,766 

127,649 

48,294 

87.9 

72.2 

27.3 

168 

12,138 

3,071 

25.3 

72.3 

18.3 
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Table 56. — Eabms and Farm Acreag^ with Percentage of Fabm Land 
Impbovbb and Average Acreage per Farm, by Tenxjrb (Detailed Classifi- 
cation), BY Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


JXCVJBKXIlSf OB STATE AND TENOBE, 


Number Of AU land in 
fenns. forms (acres) laadlnfenns 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


T».«tk SB —Farms and Farm Acreage, -with :^bcbnta<m op Fa^ Land 
ImprovId and Average Acreage per Farm, bv Tentirb (Detailed Ceassifi- 
oation), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Oontmuod. 


DIVISION OK STAJ2S AND TENITBS. 


Number of 
farms. 


: Alllandin 
farms (acres)- 


East Noeth Centeal. 
Ohio, total 


256,695 


OwTjers 

Owning entire farm . . . . , 
TTSH n g additional land.. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash... 

Casli 

Unspecified. 


Indiana, total.. 


Ovraers 

Owning entire farm..... 
•Hiring additional land.. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash... 

Cash 

UnspedLfied. 


Illinois, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm. . . . 
Hiring additional land.. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash. . . 

Cash 

Unspecified,. 


Michigan, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire lErm 

Hiring additional land. . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash... 

Cash 

Unspedfled. 


Wisconsin, total. 


Owners.... 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land.. 

Managers. 


Tenants 

Share 

Sharennuih... 
Cash. , ...... 

Unsi^fled. 


177,986 

157,116 

20,870 

3,065 

76,644 
50,665 
1 678 
19,298 
4,103 

205,126 


23,515,888 


Improved 
land in farms 
(acres). 


Per 
cent of 
farm 
land 
im- 
proved. 


18,642,353 


137,210 

112,664 

24,646 

2,329 

66,687 

48,473 

3,800 

10,615 

2,699 

237,181 


15,000,053 
12' 698, 838 
2,301,215 

561,724 

7,964,111 
6,628,302 
200, 562 
1,723, 130 
402,117 

21,063,332 


132,574 

100,903 

31,671 

3,411 

101,196 

45,281 

27,379 

26,300 

2,236 


196,447 


159,406 

139,874 

19,532 

2,319 

34,722 

23,280 

422 

9,312 

1,708 

189,295 


12,870,464 
9,913,501 
2 ; 956, 963 

472,916 

7,719,952 
6' 973, 731 
558,668 
910,401 
277,162 

31,974,776 


11,746,480 

9,892,674 

1,853,806 

390, 147 

6,405,726 

4,598,277 

173,602 

1,317,272 

316,676 

16,680,212 


16,265,076 

11,368,258 

4,896,818 

712,860 

14,996,849 

6,726,958 

4,726,582 

3,269,774 

284,535 

19,032,961 


10,026,972 

7,590,473 

2,435,499 

346,707 

6,307,633 

4,883,206 

486,001 

722,735 

216,591 

27,294,633 


78.9 


AVEEAGB ACEE- 
AOE PEE FAEM. 


All 

land. 


91.6 


78.3 
77.9 
80.6 

69.5 

80.5 

81.7 

86.6 

76.4 

78.7 


79.2 


14,541,461 

12,128,947 

2,412,514 

587,891 

3,903,609 
2,857,252 
62,677 
814, 608 
178; 982 

22,148,223 


13,621,331 

9,394,607 

4,226,724 

577,664 

13,096,548 

5,774,234 

4,340,377 

2,738,617 

242,420 

12,925,621 


77.9 

76.6 
82.4 

73.3 

81.7 

81.7 

86.8 

79.4 
78.1 


85.4 


84.3 
80.8 

110.3 

183.3 

105.2 

111.1 

127.1 

89.3 
98.0 


102.7 


Im- 

proved 

land. 


9,846,841 
8, 163,836 
1,683,005 

272,362 

2,800,328 

2,073,290 

38,334 

571,825 

122,879 

12,462, 216 


159, 610 
149,390 
10,220 

17,840,997 

16,330,059 

1,510,938 

9,889,177 

9,049,544 

839,633 

2,427 

531,854 

241,931 

27,258 

14,584 

358 

11,420 

896 

3,775,372 
2,223,618 
49,980 
1,389, 171 
112,573 

2,321, 108 
1,380,855 
33,918 
848,809 
59,526 


83.7 
82.6 

86.3 

81.0 

87.3 

85.8 

91.8 
84.0 
85.2 


67.9 


67.7 

67.3 

69.8 

46.3 

71.9 
72.6 
72.8 
70.2 
68.-7 


66.2 


55.4 

55.4 
55.6 

45.5 

61.6 
62.1 

67.9 
61.0 

52.9 


93.8 

88.0 

120.5 

203.1 

117.7 

123.2 
147.0 

85.8 

102.7 


134.8 


122.7 

112.7 

154.6 

209.0 

148.2 

148. 6 

172.6 
123.9 

127.3 


96.9 


91.2 

86.7 
123.5 

253.3 

112.4 

122.7 

124.8 
87.6 

104.8 


117.0 


111.8 

109.3 

147.8 

219.1 

138.5 

152.5 

139.6 

121.6 

125.6 


66. C 
63. C 
88. S 

127.: 

84. ■; 
90. « 
110 . ( 
68.: 
77.; 


81.; 


73. 
67. ■ 
99.' 

148.' 

96. 

100 . 

127. 

ea 

80. 


115. 

102 . 

93. 

133. 

169. 


129. 

127. 

158. 

104. 

10& 


65. 


61 

68 

86 

117 

SO 

89 

90 
61 
71 


6S 

6( 

s; 
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Table 56. — ^Farms and Farm Acreage, with Percbntaob op Farm Land 
Improved and Average Acreage per Farm, by Tenure (Detailed Classifi- 
cation), BY Divisions and States: 1920 — Oontmued. 


DIVISION OB STATE AND TENURE, 


West North Central. 

Minnesota, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-ca^ 

Cash 

XJnspedfLed 


Iowa, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cashu 

Cash 

Unspediled 


Missouri, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm. . . 
Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants 


Share-cash.. 

Cash 

Unspecified, 


North Dakota, total. 

Owners 

O wning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. , 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified 

South Dakota, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified 

50687*— 24 ^11 


Number of 
fhrzns. 

AU land in 
&rzns (acres). 

Improved 
landm farms 
(acres). 

Per 
cent of 

AVERAGE ACRE- 
AGE PER FARM. 

land 

im- 

proved. 

AU 

land. 

Im- 

proved 

land. 

178,478 

30,221,758 

21,481,710 

71.1 

169.3 

12 a 4 

132,744 

112,880 

19,864 

21,014, 164 
16,360,136 
4,654,028 

14,254,641 

10,856,822 

3,397,819 

67.8 

66.4 

73.0 

158.3 
144.9 

234.3 

107.4 

96.2 

171.1 

1,596 

443,089 

283,869 

64.1 

277.6 

177.9 

44,138 

18,976 

8,375 

15,251 

1,536 

8,764,605 

4,055,558 

1,960,749 

2,480,443 

267,755 

6,943,200 
3,187,712 
1,685,232 
1,867, 891 
202,365 

79.2 

78.6 
85.9 

75.3 

75.6 

198.6 

213.7 
234.1 
162.6 
174.3 

157.3 

168.0 

201.2 

122.5 

131.7 

213, 439 

33,474,896 

28,606,951 

85.5 

168.8 

134.0 

121,888 

99,008 

22,880 

18,051, 121 
13,852,529 
4, 198, 592 

15,319,624 

11,755,001 

3,564,623 

84.9 

84.9 

84.9 

148.1 

139.9 

183.5 

125.7 

118.7 

155.8 

2,487 

569,086 

445,897 

78.4 

228.8 

179.3 

89,064 
25,606 
16, 401 
44,586 
2,471 

14,854,689 
4,321, 156 
^065,526 
^117,671 
350,336 

12,841,430 
3,672,653 
2,723,846 
6, 153,413 
291,518 

86.4 
85.0 
88.9 

86.5 
83.2 

166.8 

168.8 

188.9 

159.6 

141.8 

144.2 

143.4 

166.1 

138.0 

118.0 

203,004 

34,774,679 

24,832,966 

71.4 

132.2 

94.4 

185,030 

153,852 

31,178 

24,688,797 

19,872,330 

4,814,467 

17,466,971 

13,710,621 

3,766,350 

70.8 

69.0 

78.0 

133.4 
120.2 

154.4 

94.4 

89.1 

m 5 

2,247 

664,447 

428,977 

64.6 

296.7 

19 a 9 

75,727 

46,245 

6,995 

17,292 

5,195 

9,423,435 

5,840,116 

1,033,153 

1,923,461 

626,715 

6,937,018 

4,219,908 

889,244 

1,403,685 

424,181 

73.6 
72.3 
86.1 
73.0 

67.7 

124.4 

126.3 

147.7 

111.2 

120.6 

91.6 
9 L 3 

127.1 

81.2 

81.7 

77,690 

36,214,751 

24,563,178 

67.8 

466.1 ; 

316.2 

56,917 

34,051 

22,866 

26,850,085 

13,039,732 

13,810,363 

17,457,329 

8,969,112 

8,488,217 

65.0 

68.8 

61.5 

471. 7 
382.9 
604.0 

306.7 

263.4 

371.2 

855 

811,467 

482,855 

59.5 

949.1 

564.7 

19,918 

16,943 

891 

1,175 

909 

8,553,199 
7,228,316 
430,397 
511,384 
383, 102 

6,622,994 

5,790,573 

295,610 

261,093 

275,718 

77.4 

80.1 

68.7 

51.1 

72.0 

429.4 
426.6 
483.0 
435.2 

421.5 

832.5 

341.8 

331.8 
222.2 
303.3 

74,637 

34,636,491 

18,199,250 

52.5 

464.1 

243.8 

47,816 

27,253 

20,562 

24, 169,377 
9,007,959 
16, 161,418 

11,483,257 

5,047,764 

6,435,503 

47.5 

66.0 

42.4 

505.6 

330.5 

737.4 

240.2 

185.2 
313.0 

781 

889,717 

278,756 

3 L 3 

1,139.2 

356.9 

26,041 

12,289 

7,891 

5,328 

553 

9,577,397 

4,322,962 

2,569,018 

2,497,063 

188,354 

6,437,237 

3,177,667 

2,067,109 

1,081,689 

110,772 

67.2 
73.6 
8 a 5 

43.3 
53.8 

867.8 

352.3 

325.6 

468.7 
340.6 

247.2 

259.0 

262.0 
203.0 
20 a 3 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 56. — ^Parms and Farm Acreage, with Percentage of Farm Land 
Improved and Average Acreage per Farm, by Tenure (Detailed Classifi- 
cation), BY Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


BITISION OE STATE AND TENVEE. 

Number of 
farms. 

All land in 
faixos (acres). 

Improved 
land m farms 
(acres). 

Per 
cent of 
farm 
land 
im- 

average acre- 
age PER PARK, 

All 

Tm- 





proved. 

land. 

proved 

land. 

WEST North Central— C on. 







Nebraska, total. 

124,4X7 

42,225,476 

23,109,624 

64.7 

339.4 

185.7 


Owners 

69,672 

50,565 

19,107 

26,421,765 

15,779,596 

10,642,170 

13, 178,670 
8,333,722 
4,844,848 

49.9 

62.8 

45.5 


189.2 

164.8 

253.6 

Owning entire farxn 


H'lrinff'iidditirtnfi.l land 

667.0 


Managers. 

1,315 

1,480,486 

432,464 

29.2 




Xj XA^« 0 

328.9 

Tenants 

53,430 

14,323,226 

7 (UR /17A 




177.8 
18a7 
186.2 
161.1 

186.9 

Share... 

4 614 331 



Share>casli 

14*773 

12,307 

814 

3,468,507 

S 4A1 RK^ 

9 * 7sn’ Afi7 

79.3 

A7D. U 

Cash 



Unspedlied 

344,691 



ZQX* d 





Kansas, total 

165,286 

45,426, 179 

30,600,760 

67.4 


185.1 

Owners 


97 090 





184.8 

145.3 

267.2 

Owning; entire farm 

65' WO 
31,450 

14,628,816 

12,747,955 



282. 0 

Hiring additional land 

AAA OAA 

65.9 




Managers 

1 495 





336.6 




OUO, jSiX 


816.7 

Tenants 

66 701 


12, 154,546 
8,073,806 
2,473,797 
1,446,976 
159,967 



182.2 

Share. 

4X' 129 
12,990 
11 629 


7A 2 

252.3 

264.8 

244.6 

Share-cash 

A 1*7A WA 

74. 1 

196 3 
190.4 

Cash . 



Unspectfled 



o9« 1 

210.5 

325.8 

« 124.4 
167,9 




ox. 0 

SoDTH Atlantic. 







Delaware, total 

10,140 


653,062 

69.1 


64.4 


944,511 

93. 1 

OwiMra.,..,* 

Owning entire farm 

6,010 

5 688 

451,476 

OAA 

302,219 

288,492 

13,727 

66.9 

66.9 

67.9 

75.1 

75.8 

62.8 

1 saa 

Hiring additional land 

*322 

4oX, aOO 
20,210 

1 50.7 


42.6 

Managers 


21,485 

16,544 

77.0 

149.2 

114.9 



Tenants 

^ OfiA 


334,289 

299,119 

283,565 

70.9 

71.3 

71.1 

118.3 


Share, includine cronners. . 

o« VoO 

3,314 

3,106 

471,550 

419,710 

398,600 

83.9 

Sh^e tenanis pro^r 

126.6 

128.3 

90.3 

^ Croppers 

91.3 

SharoKJash 

11 

21, 110 

15, 654 

73.7 

101.5 

74.8 

Cash, including sfcEmdi'ng rentes . 
Cash tenants proper 

484 

482 

2 

1, 863 
34,481 
34 ' 428 

858 

24,138 

24,091 

47 

10,174 

46. 1 
70.0 
70.0 

169.4 

71.2 

78.0 

49.9 

Standing renters 

71.4 

50.0 

l^napecUtod 

177 

OO 

16,496 

88.7 

26. 5 

23.6 



65. 7 

87,5 

57.6 

1 

47 908 

4,767,999 

3,136,728 

65.9 

99.3 




65.5 

Owning entire farm 

32,805 
30 842 

2,750,870 

2,683,666 

167,204 

1,769,988 
1,651, 168 
108,820 

64.0 

83.9 

53.6 

Hiring additional land . 

i;963 

63.9 

83.8 

63.5 


65. 1 

86.2 

65.4 

Managfjrs 

1 OttO 

259,426 

168,518 




65.0 

205.6 

133.5 

Tenants 


1,747,703 

1,528,295 

1,381,478 

146,817 

2,846 

109,957 

167,733 

1,208,222 

1,081,237 

983,534 



Slmre, including cronpera. . 
Share tenants proper 

lO^ MX 

11 , oil 

9 552 

69.1 

70.7 

126.3 

138.8 

87.3 

98.2 

Croppers 

1 * ^KQ 

71.2 

144.6 

103.0 

ShartMush " 

X, 

97, 703 

66.5 

100.6 

67.0 

Cash, includingstandingrenters- 
Cash tenants Droner. . . . . 

OO 

2,306 

2 288 

1,956 

95,200 

94,234 

68.7 

56.0 

74.9 

73.7 

51.5 

41.3 

standing renters 

' 18 

56.2 

73.3 

41.2 

LnspedBod 


2,224 

972 

43.7 

123.6 

54.0 


^ov 

46, 606 

29, 823 

64.0 

95.9 

61.4 
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Table 56. ^Faems and Faem Acreage, with Percentage op Farm Land 
Improved and Average Acreage per Farm, by Tenure (Detailed Classify, 
cation), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 56. — ^Farms and Farm Acreage, with Percentage op Farm Land 
Improved and Average Acreage per Farm, by Tenure (Detailed Classifi- 
cation), BY Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


DIVISION OB 8TATK AKD TENtTBS. 


SotTTH Atlantic— Continued. 
South Carolina, total 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hizirig additional land. 

H&nagers 


Tenants - 

Share, including croppers . 
Snare tenants proper . . 
Croppers. 

SharQ.cadi. . . 


CaslL including standing renters 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing renters 


Standing 
Unspecified 


Gxoroia, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm .... 
Hiring additional land. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Shar^ including croppers. 
Snare tenants proper. 

Croppers 

Share-caab 

Caslu including standing n 
Cash teruuits proper. . 

Standing rentiNs 

Unspecified 


Florida, total. 


Owners,,... 

Owning entire farm . . . . 
Hiring additional land. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share, Including croppers. , 

Snare tenants proper. . 


CaslL Including standing tenters 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing renwrs 

Unspecified, 


East Soxh'H Crntbal. 
Kentucky, total 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share, including croppers. 
Share tenants proper. . 

Croppers. 

Share-casn.. 


Casl^ including standing renters 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing ren^ 

Unspecified. 


Number of 
farms. 

All land In 
farms (acres). 

Improved 
landln farms 
(acres). 

Per 
cent of 
farm 
land 
im- 
proved. 

AVERAGE ACRE- 
AGE PER VARM. 

AU 

land. 

Im- 

proved 

land. 

192,693 

12,426,675 

6,184,159 

40.8 

64.5 

32.1 

67,724 

6.717,237 

2,622,929 

39.0 

99.2 

38.7 

60,089 

6,201,640 

2,365,268 

38.1 

103.2 

39.4 

7,635 

615,597 

257,661 

50.0 

67.5 

33.7 

738 

424,622 

116,442 

27.4 

676.2 

157.8 

124,231 

5,284,916 

3,444,788 

65.2 

42.5 

27.7 

82,212 

3,032, 166 

2,155,538 

71.1 

36.9 

26.2 

38,423 

1,647,472 

1,131,308 

68.7 

42.9 

29.4 

43.789 

1.384,694 

1,024,230 

74.0 

31.6 

23.4 

621 

23^13 

16,828 

72.8 

44.4 

32.3 

40,072 

2,147,281 

1,230,577 

57.3 

63.6 

30.7 

15,769 

690,399 

391.295 

66.7 

43.8 

24.8 

24.303 

1,456,882 

839,282 

57.6 

59.9 

34.5 

1,426 

82,356 

41,845 

50.8 

57.8 

29.3 

310,732 

25,441,061 

13,055,209 

61.3 

81.9 

42.0 

102,123 

12,800,859 

6,108.353 

39.9 

125.3 

50.0 

94,676 

12.045,618 

4,723,433 

39.2 

127.4 

49.9 

7,548 

755,241 

384,920 

51.0 

100.1 

51.0 

1,666 

925,989 

319,099 

34.5 

559.5 

192.8 

206,964 

11,714,213 

7,627,757 

65.1 

66.6 

36.9 

142, 532 

7,050,442 

4,843,438 

68.7 

94.5 

34.0 

45,035 

2,734,596 

1,612,007 

58.9 

60.7 

35.8 

97,497 

4,315,846 

3,231,431 

74.9 

44.3 

33.1 

356 

29,498 

16,310 

55.3 

83.1 

45.9 

61,820 

4,444,254 

2,675,713 

60.2 

71.9 

43.3 

18,178 

1,459,514 

801,917 

54.9 

80.3 

44.1 

43,642 

2,984,740 

1,873,796 

62.8 

68.4 

42.9 

2,247 

190,019 

92,206 

48.6 

84.6 

41,1 

54,005 

6,046,691 

2,297,271 

38.0 

112.0 

42.5 

38,487 

4,060,445 

1,636,972 

40.3 

105.5 

42.5 

35,757 

3,766,109 

1,477,874 

39.3 

105.3 

41.3 

2,730 

296,336 

159,098 

63.9 

108.2 

58.3 

1,829 

1,202,372 

136,238 

11.3 

657.4 

74.5 

13,689 

783,874 

524,061 

66.9 

67.3 

38.3 

6,969 

397,025 

273,552 

68.9 

57.1 

39.3 

2,668 

152,823 

97,876 

64.0 

57.3 

36.7 


244,202 

175,676 

71.9 

56.9 

40.9 

33 

1,763 

1,107 

62.8 

53.4 

33.5 

5,995 

339,007 

222,534 

65.6 

56.5 

37,1 

6,188 

305,880 

194,637 

63.6 

59.0 

37.6 

807 

33,127 

27,897 

84.2 

41.0 

34.6 

702 

46,079 

26,888 

58.3 

65.6 

3&3 

270,626 

21,612,772 

13,975,746 

64.7 1 

79.9 

61.6 

179,327 

16,791,715 

10,694,025 

63.7 : 

93.6 

59.6 

159,206 

15, 352 ; 449 

9,695,720 

63.2 

96.4 

60.9 

20,121 

1,439,266 

998,305 

69.4 

71.6 

49.6 

969 

289,839 

362,575 

60.2 

278.5 

167.8 

90,330 

4,561,218 

3,119,146 

68.5 

50.4 

34.5 

73,665 

3,311,919 

2,438,835 

73.6 

45.0 

33.1 

44,206 

2,430,699 

1,730,276 

71.2 

55.0 

39.1 

29,450 

881,220 

708,559 

80.4 

29.9 

24.1 

2,221 

114,783 

101,051 

88.0 

61,7 

45.5 

9,929 

869,605 

420,384 

48.3 

87.6 

42.3 

9,618 

844,365 

408,763 

48.4 

87.8 

42.5 

311 

25,240 

11,621 

46.0 

81.2 

37.4 

4,525 

254,911 

168,876 

62.3 

56.3 

35.1 
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Table 56. Farms and Farm Acbbao]^ with Percentage or Farm Land 
Improved a2^ Average Acreage per Farm, by Tenure (Detailed Classifi- 
cation), by Divisions and States: 1920~-Coxitmued. 



11,810,397 
10,515,106 
i; 296, 232 


6,294,788 
3,985,609 
2,690,823 
1,294,786 
167,326 
989 242 
954 438 
34,804 
162,611 


Improved 
land in farms 
(acres). 

Per 
cent of 
farm 
land : 
Im- 
proved. 

11,185,302 

67.3 


AVERAOIS ACEK- 
AOB PKA rA»M. 


An Ini- 


12,117,491 

11,115,967 

l,00i;524 

4,986,369 

4;486;774 

499,505 

455,098 

184,306 

7,004,267 
3,872,775 
2,036,203 
1,836,572 
25.222 
2,960|966 
2,372; 689 
688; 267 
145,314 

4,722,732 
2,687,629 
1,290 451 
i;397,078 
17,401 
1,938 476 
1,623,266 
415,221 
79,326 

18,196,979 

9,326,677 

11,333,780 

10,672,604 

661,276 

4,543,012 

4,208,943 

334;069 

582,749 

230,481 

6,280,450 
4,172,625 
2; 067, 708 
2; 104, 917 
89; 690 
1,886,369 
i;393,087 

493; 282 

13i;766 

4,552,184 
3,168,882 
1; 351 425 
1,807,457 
81,799 
1,243,134 
889,215 
353 919 
68,369 

17,456,750 

9,210,656 


6,340,197 

4,657,384 

682,813 


3,726,743 
2,859,261 
i;762 986 
i; 106, 276 
135,422 
647,808 
621, 163 
26,645 
84.252 






















166 
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Table 66. — ^Pabms and Farm Acreage, with Percentage op Farm Land 
Improved and Average Acreage per Farm, by Tenure (Detailed Olassipi- 
catton), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


DIVISION OR STATE AND TENDTRE. 



6,255,255 

5,641,855 

613,400 


2,864,446 
2,127,146 
1,303,041 
824,105 
38,750 
653,833 
560,915 
92 923 
44,712 


18,471,693 

11,535,757 

6,935,936 


12,554,215 

9,121,638 

8,320,946 

800,692 

821,369 

2,505,689 

2,501,375 

4,314 

105,519 


68,244,146 

47,555,523 

20,688,623 

14,332,860 

31,443,615 
21, 680, 617 
16,813, 089 
4,867,528 
679, 309 
8, 084, 461 
8,022,747 
61,714 
999,228 


35,070,656 


28,952,950 

16,422,825 

12,630,125 


2,979,005 

2,696,147 

382,858 


2,285,196 

1,783,894 

1,061,291 

722,603 

33,750 

439,292 

364,772 

74,520 

28,200 


31,951,934 18,125,321 


9,885,001 

6,272,163 

3,612,838 


8,044,027 

6,101,931 

5,559,728 

642,203 

569,422 

1,308,443 

1,305,795 

2,648 

64,231 


114,020,621 31,227,503 


15,682,024 

12,478,212 

3,103,812 


15,008,489 
13,522,552 
10, 204, 569 
3,317,983 
359, 517 
851,233 
SOS, 362 
42,871 
275, 187 


9, 114, 756 
6,564,206 
3,550,550 


3,257,&33 1,403,189 

2, 038, 266 978, 699 

135, 831 70, 816 

941, 238 312, 862 

142,498 40,812 



17.1 3,181.2 
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Table 56.— Farms and Farm Acreage, with Percentage of Farm Land 
Improved and Average Acreage per Farm, by Tenure r0ETAiLED Classifi- 
cation), BY Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


DIVISION OB. STATE AND TENTJHE. 


Mountain — Continued , 
Idaho, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-casii 

Cash. 

Unspecified 


Wyoming, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm — 
Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified 


COLOBADO, total 

Owners 

Owning ®itire farm 

Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified 

New Mexico, total. 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified. 

Arizona, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm — 
Hiilng additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified 


Number of 
farms. 

All land in 
farms (acres). 

Improved 
land in farms 
(acres?. 

Per 
cent of 

AVERAGE ACRE- 
AGE PER FARM. 

land 

ira- 

proxed. 

All 

land. 

Im- 

proved 

land. 

42, 106 

8,376,873 

4,511,680 


1 

198.9 


34,647 

30,299 

4,348 

6,798,893 

5,077,304 

1,721,589 

3,544,027 

2,664,120 

879,907 

52.1 
52.5 

51.1 

196.2 
167.6 
395.9 1 

102.3 
87.9 

202.4 

758 

385,718 

181,096 

47.0 

508.9 

238.9 

6,701 

4,023 

154 

2,089 

435 

1,191,262 

761,913 

37,738 

303,131 

88,480 

786,557 
530,704 
28,417 
172, 629 
. 54,807 , 

66.0 
69.7 
75. 3 

56.9 

61.9 

177.8 

189.4 

245.1 

145.1 

203.4 

117.4 

131.9 

184.3 

82.6 

126.0 

15,748 

11,809,351 

2,102,Oa5 I 

17.8 

749.9 

I3;i.5 

13,403 

10,681 

2,722 

9,359,517 

5,263,391 

4,096,126 

1,66.3,14.8 j 
1,039,489 1 
623,659 

17.8 

10.7 

15.2 

698.3 

492.8 

1,504.8 

124.1 
97.3 

229.1 

377 

1,465,993 

148,024 

10.1 

3,888.6 

392.6 

1,968 

1,125 

43 

604 

196 

983,841 

480,416 

26,973 

347,984 

129,468 

290, .833 
183,421 
6,699 
79,477 
21,236 

29.6 

38.2 

25.8 

22.8 
16.4 

499.9 

427.0 

604.0 

576.1 
660.6 

147. S 
163.0 
155.8 

m.6 

108.3 

59,934 

24,462,014 

7,744,757 j 

31.7 

408.1 

129.2 

45,291 

35,553 

9,738 

18,621,678 
10,633, 109 
7,988,569 

1 5,582,447 1 

3,512,245 
2,070,202 

30.0 

33.0 
25.9 

1 411.2 

1 299.1 

j 320.4 

123.3 

98.8 

2,212.6 

880 

1,606,853 

297,802 

18.7 

j 1,S13.5 

338.4 

13,763 
9, 575 
304 
3, 375 
509 

4,244,483 

2,701,258 

100,000 

1,259,349 

183,876 

1,864,508 

1,411,666 

44,954 

323,558 

81,330 

43.9 
, 52.3 

45.0 

2.>.7 

45.9 

1 308.4 

:1 2H2.1 

328.9 

373. 1 

361.2 

135.3 

147.4 
147.9 

95.9 

165.7 

29,844 

24,409,633 

1,717,224 

7.0 

I 817.9 

37. 5 

25,756 

21,533 

4,223 

17,854,006 

8,949,423 

8,904,683 

1,393,083 
1,001,212 
391, 871 

7.8 

11.2 

4.4 

. 693. 2 

i 415. 6 

J 2,108.6 

34.1 

46.5 

92.8 

433 

3,862,989 

76,366 

2.0 

8,921.5 

176.4 

3,665 

2,469 

39 

894 

253 

2,692,638 

579,066 

21,31H 

1,862,612 

229,642 

247,775 

159,160 

4,982 

65,012 

18,621 

9.2 

27.0 

23.4 

3.5 

8.1 

r;i6.7 

234,5 

m. 6 

2,083.5 
! 907. 7 

67.8 

64.5 
127. 7 

72.7 

73.6 

9,975 

5,802,126 

712,803 

12.3 

: 5S1.7 

71.5 

7, 869 
6,970 
899 

3,819,651 
1,582, 183 
2,237,468 

442,010 

347,973 

94,0:J7 

11.6 

22.0 

4.2 

f 4 

227.0 
! 2,4^S. H 

36.2 
49.9 
t 101. 6 

305 

1,390,949 

119,215 

! 8.6 

’ 4,560.5 

390.9 

1,S01 

887 

27 

853 

34 

591, 526 
ia5,8U 
2,315 
418,594 
64,806 

151,578 
66, 62,5 
2,16S 
79,060 
3,725 

1 25.6 

m. 0 

93. 7 
i IS. 9 

1 5.7 

32S.4 
i i 19. 3 
85,7 
490. 7 
' 1,906.1 

1 84.2 

75. 1 

1 SO. 3 

! 7 

I 109 ! 6 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES 


Table 56. — Pabms and Farm Acreage, with Percentage of Farm Land 
Improved and Average Acreage per Farm, by Tenure (Detailed Classifi- 
cation), BY Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


divisiok or state and tenure. 


Mountain- Continued. 


Utah, total.. 


Omiers 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land.. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Sharaoasli.. 

Cash 

Unapedfied. 


Nevada, total. 


Owners 

Owning ^tire farm... . . 
Hiring additional land. . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash.. 

Cash 

XJnspedjQed. 


Nimberol AUlMdln “tom* 

farms. farms (acres). ^cres). 

proved. 


5,050,410 

4,062,508 

3,177,971 

884,537 


2,357,163 

1,419,531 

1,021,008 

398,523 


1,715,380 

1,457,096 

1,160,797 

296,299 


AVERAGE ACRE- 
AGE PER PARM. 



WAsmNOToN, total... 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

H i ri ng additional land.. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share.. . . 

Share-ca^*. ! II ” II ” " “ ■ 

Cash 

Unspecified III! 


Oregon, total. 


Owning entirefainn.IIIIIIIIII III 33I300 

Hiring additional land 6. 563 


Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Siiare-cash.. 

Cash 

Unspecified. 


13,244,720 

9,259,800 

5,231,884 

4,027,916, 


3,443,784 
2,517,186 
117, 432 
724, 121 
85,045 

13,642,318 

10,017,262 

6,814,426 

3,202,836 


2,687,132 
1,396,304 
73, 862 
903,545 
313, 421 


Owners 

Owning entire fann ! 

Hiring additional land. . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Siiare 

hare-cash. . 

C*ash 

Unspecified. 


17, 196, 215 
10,;i03,841 
6,892,374 


6,684,005 
2,508, 349 
275, 460 
3,659,035 
151, 161 


7,129,343 

4,529,580 

2,285,305 

2,244,275 


2,343,372 

1,910,959 

62,488 

320,487 

49,438 

4,913,851 

3,331,150 

2,211,422 

1,119,728 


1,282,014 
835,867 
43,351 i 
292,576 I 
110,220 i 


Caupornia, total [ 117,670 [ 29,365,667 11,878,339 


6,819,212 

4,344,687 

2,474,525 

1,587,518 I 

3,471,609 
1,895,013 
202, 107 
1,316,217 
58,272 
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Table 57* — ^Valxtb op All Fabm Property and op the Several Claewes, by 
Tenure (Detailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920. 


All farm 
property. 

S 

Land alone. | 

Buildings, j 

1 

Implements 

and 

machinery. ' 

Live stwk. 

$77,924,100,338 

$54,829,563,050 

486, 439, 543 

13,594,772,928 

$8,013,324, m 

47,611,545,944 

38,837,394,179 

10,774,151,765 

31,984,781,634 

24,058,745,303 

7,926,036,331 

7,879,441,273 

6,651,97.5,461 

1,227,465,812 

2,447,792,781 

1,9.58,178,820 

480,613,9fil 

5,299,530,256 

4, 168,494,505 
1,131, 03.5, Wl 

3,132,273,005 

2,207,651,020 

457,565,445 

103, 773, 702 

363,282,8:48 

27,180,281,389 
15, 157, 085, 9821 
4,030,760,602 
7,320,236, 819 
672,197,986 

20,637,130,405 

11,360,487,099 

3,346,643,058 

5,442,946,372 

487,053,876 

3,149,432,825 
1,861, 186,242 
322,098,724 
875,301, 124 
90, ,840, 735 

1,043,206,445 
594,777,370 
132; 613, 385 
289,853,058 
25,962,632 

2,350,511, 714 
1,340; 635, 271 
229,4A4rj 
712, 136, 265 
68,334,74:4 

1,173,019,594 

48^125,250 

429,343, 334 

92,387,52,5 

163,163,485 

949, 587, 985 
883,978,477 
65,609,508 

384, 238, 323 
356,435,084 
27, 803, 239 

348,747,622 

326,210,700 

22,536,922 

79, 706, 212 
74, 220, 809 
5, 485, 4*X1 

136,«»5,82« 
127, 111, .H84 

9, 783, 944 

133, 522, 014 

64, 051, 167 

51, 071,219 

6,757,841 

11,641, 797 

89,909,595 
30, 437, 888 
893,406 
54,320,868 
4, 257, 433 

lllil 

29,524,493 

9,970,410 

283,250 

17,672,825 

1,598,008 

5,923, 472 
2,099,743 
69,895 
3,460,921 
292, 913 

14,6Ai^ 
5,481, 74.3 
185, 416 
8;280,493 
67 h, 208 

1 

3,949,684,183 

1,661,676,107 

1,340,461,647 

359, 152, 336| 6HS, 304, 093 

, 2,663,591,574 

. 2,420,640,569 

242,951,005 

1,041,704,049 
935, 632, 768 
106,071,281 

946,071,737 
869,815,178 
76, 256,559 

! 262,569,2211 413,24*1, TjOT 

1 239,345,901! 375,S4ij,7J2 

1 A 223, 320 37,399,^^43 

302,070,412 

149,748,070 

106, 703, 71 tJ 

16,500,578, 29, 118, 054 

984, 022, 197 
692, 126, 798 
11, 582, 459 
353,660,359 
20,652,581 

470,223,988 

256,250,782 

5,049,505 

197,173,098 

11,750,603 

287,686,20€ 
185, 799, 23c 
3,762,69C 
89,440,64£ 
8,753,635 

80,082,53’ 
i 52; 822, 76. 

J 1,016,1(K 

4 24y075,16J 

J 2,168,50: 

146,029,472 

1 97,324,016 

1,754,102 
i 42,971,4.5:1 

3,979,841 

. 17,245,362,593 

12,046,073,684 

1^891,567,987 

1 786,076,801 

J 1,521,644,117 

. 10,058,142,054 
. 8, 000, 453, 198 

. 2,057,688,856 

6,576,977,706 
5,081, 323,703 
1,495,654,003 

1,970,979, 15£ 
1,670, 998, 99i 
299,980,157 

J 521, 674, 49 
i 431,606,35* 
r 90, 068, 13, 

988,&i0»702 

3 816,524,141 

5j 171, 986, ,501 

477,058,724 

335,754,996 

85,276,7L 

l| 16,310,481 

3, 39,710,5:34 

. 6,710,161,815 

. 3,679,819,149 

. 1,391,609,078 

. 1,457,310,878 

181, 422, 710 

5,133,340,982 
2,761,249,653 
1, 181, 638, S8C 
1,068, 003, 60t 
132,448,843 

835,312, Hi 
494,977,72* 
105,508,11: 
207,195,22: 
i 27,631,05: 

J 248,091,83 
i 141,529,32 
if 39,626,17 

J' 59,957,41 

i\ G, 978,92 

1 493, 416, 8»1 

1 292, 0*32, 449 

2 64,835,913 

3 122, 154, 636 

8 14,303,881 

. 27,991,434,545 

21,340,145,14s 

! 3,129,350,02: 

?! 1,162; 938, 26 

4 2,359,001,112 

. 16,841,094,799 
. 11,785,033,212 
. 3,056,061,587 

12, 444, 869, 41^ 
8,575,495,29^ 
3,869,374,12: 

2,101,245,806> 757,245,2131 1,53J734,^ 

1 597,601,091; 534,236,713' 1,077,697,114 

5031641,715; 223, 008, 500; 460,037,249 

517, 018, 682 

387,067,37: 

58,838,819' 11,269,699[ 50,842,791 

. 10,033,321,064 
. 4, 658, 304, 564 

. 2,376,387,07c 

. 3,345,620,627 

253, 008, 797 

8,508,208,35: 
3,698,384,88' 
1,965,984,741 
^ 2,646,737,295 

^ 197, 101, 42. 

969, 265, ‘402* 391,423,352| 764, JA 958 
7 431,438,378 17.8,6:16,272 349,840,027 

i 189,072,321; 81,.SrA654 139,464,352 

> 322,303,452, 122,0.04,646, 2^4,465,237 

4 26, .391, 201. 8,8*16,780 20,649,342 


DIVISION OR STATE 
AND TENURE. 


UNITED STATES. 
Total 


Ownors...... 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land . . . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share, incl. croppers ^ 

Share-cash 

Cash, incl. stand, renters ^ 
Unspecified 


Geographic Divisions. 
New England, total... 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land . . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash. . 

Cash 

Unspecified . 


Middle Atlantic, total- 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land . . . 


Managers.. 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash. . 

Cash 

Unspecified . 


E. N. Central, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land . . . 


Managers.. 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash.. 

Cash 

Unspecified . 


Managers.. 


W.N. Central, total. . 


Owners 

Owning entire farm.... 
Hiring additional land . . 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified 

t Croppers and standing renters reported in the Southern States only. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Table Value of All Fabm Pkopbkty and of the Several Classes, by 
Tenure (Detailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Contd, 


DrraiON OR STATE 
ANI> TENXmE. 


Obooeaphic Divisions— Con. 
South Atlantic, total. , 


OwBors 

Owning entlro fann 

Hiring additkmal land . . ..| 

Hanagors 


Tanants. 

Share, incl. croppers.. . . 
Snare tenants proper..! 

Croppers 

Share-cash 

CaslL incl. stand, renters.. . 
Cash tenants proper...' 
Standing renters. . . 
Unspecified 


E. S. Central, total. . 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land . . 


Managers. . 


Tenants 

Share, incl. croppers 

Snare tenants proper. 

Croppers 

Share-cash 

Cas^ incl. stand, renters. 
Cash tenants proper. . 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


W. S- Central, total . . 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share, inch croppers 

Share tenants proper. . 

Croppers 

Share-cash 

Cas^ incl. standing renters 
Cash tenants proper. . 

Standing renters 

Unspecifled 


Mountain, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land . . . 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share^jash 

Cash 

Unspecified 


All farm 
prepay. 

Land alone. 

Buildings. 

Implements 

and 

machinery. 

ILlve stock. 

$6,132,917,760 

$4,000,681,904 

$1,201,091,568 

$283,980,857 

$647,163,431 

3,668,836,823 

^368,984,735 

299,852,088 

2,277,406,304 
084, 810, 793 
19^596,511 

794,232,501 

736,150,981 

58,081,520 

192,278,230 

178,231,594 

H046,636 

404,919,788 

369,791,367 

35,128,421 

305,470,576 

21^456,350 

56,720,054 

10,888,762 

22,405,410 

l' 52^, 4^; 248 
919,931,537 
607,507,711 
10,403,549 
674,921,876 
278,051,303 
296,870,573 
45,845,688 

1,507,819,260 

1,075,432,642 

636,711,262 

438,721,390 

6,937,265 

395,236,377 

189,845,023 

205,391,364 

30,21:^966 

350,139,013 

249,590,027 

153,821,349 

95,768,678 

1,639,665 

90,286,364 

46,306,251 

43,980,113 

8,622,957 

80,813,865 
5^ 344,012 
36,025,264 
18,318,748 
355,584 
24,232,717 
11,339,194 
12,893,523 
1,881,552 

219,838,233 

148,07^567 

93,373,672 

54,698,895 

1,471,035 

66,166,418 

30,560,836 

34,605,583 

6,128,213 

4,419,466,237 

2,916,141,232 

747,552,131 

176,064^886 

679,707,988 

2,758,397,331 

2,483,790,678 

274,606,653 

1,750,657,989 
1,56^ 595,830 
181,96:^ 159 

508,533,668 

464,639,152 

43,894,516 

122,132,016 

110,842,262 

11,289,763 

377,173,659 

339,713,434 

37,460,225 

110,785,776 

7% 827, 678 

15,994,791 

3,920,323 

12,023,084 

1,550,303,130 
1,069,076,682 
601, 186,262 
467,889,420 
44,268,934 
391,982,076 
330,801,497 
61,180,579 
44,976,438 

1,086,755,665 

760,78^062 

411,777,752 

349,009,310 

33,316,887 

262,306,985 

223,648,839 

38,658,146 

30,344,731 

223,023,672 

156,147,200 

87,772,891 

67,374,309 

5,711,070 

54,946,265 

46,155,619 

8,790,648 

7,219,137 

50,012,548 
31,491,471 
20,943,697 
10,547,774 
1, 159,922 
16,822,887 
13, 032, 081 
2,790,806 
1,538,268 

190,511,245 

121,649,949 

80,691,922 

40,958,027 

4*081,056 

68,905,939 

47,964,968 

10,940,981 

6,874,302 

7,622,066,027 

5,408,069,615 

883,128,467 

311,098,790 

1,019,779,165 

4,178,001,708 

3,246,475,726 

931,525,982 

2,824,469,788 

2,162,297,888 

662,161,900 

544,689,914 

458,882,139 

86,807,776 

194,415,307; 

165,221,016 

39,194,291; 

614,436,699 

470,074,683 

144,362,016 

380,657,726 

279,876,355 

22,521,367 

10,722,003 

67,538,011 

3,063,406,593 

2,457,499,490 

1,871,447,941 

686,051,549 

126,698,481 

429,341,953 

418,342,430 

10,999,523 

49,866,669 

2,303,723,472 

1,872,784,880 

1,409,443,857 

463,341,023 

96,616,097 

299,241,079 

292,162,760 

7,078,319 

35,082,416 

316,917,186 

257,956,424 

194,578,277 

63,378,147 

11,869,947 

40,669,698 

39,139,608 

1,530,090 

5,421,117 

106,961,480 

84,977,561 

70,427,011 

14,550,550 

5,238,953 

14,132,065 

13,648,744 

483,311 

1,612,911 

337,804,455 

241,780,626 

196,998,796 

44,781,829 

12,974,484 

75,299,121 

73,391,318 

1,907,803 

7,750,225 

4,083,137,939 

2,801,712,079 

361,475,704 

190,715,673 

729,234,483 

3,062,853,906 

2,131,826,899 

931,027,007 

2,064,154,166 

1,405,534,106 

658,620,061 

286,905,000 

218,196,314 

68,708,686 

152,844,998 

111,509,388 

41,335,610 

568,949,742 

396,587,092 

162,362,650 

323,137,311 

212,352,569 

20,755,413 

8,381,048 

81,648,281 

697,146, 722 
457,657,117 
18,273,942 
187,657,674 
33,558,089 

525,205,344 
353,276,961 
13,956, 601 
134,939,078 
23,032,714 

53,815,291 
35,438,062 
1,454,865 
14, 416, 479 
2,605,885 

29,489,627 

20,091,234 

1,003,958 

7,123,936 

1,270,499 

88,636,460 
48,850,870 
1,858,518 
31, 178,081 
6,748,991 
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Table 57* — ^Valub op All Fabm Peopebty and op the Several Classes, by 
Tenure (Detailed Olassipication), by Divisions and States: 1920— Contd. 


DIVISION OR STATE 
AND TENURE. 


AUfarm 

property. 

Land alone. 

Buildings. 

Implements 

and 

machinery. 

live stock. 

$5,307,011,460 

$4,166,948,046 

$502,468,688 

1232,357,792 

$405,236,934 

3,431,039,764 

2,516,210,636 

914,829,079 

2,620,413,892 

1,888,619,838 

731,794,054 

378,035,870 

309,477,008 

68,557,962 

164,027,004 

122,064,781 

41,962,313 

267,662,006 

195,148,158 

72,514,760 

582,571,784 

484,516,572 

39,683,368 

16,022,068 

42,348,876 

1,293,399,912 

684,726,046 

50,643,677 

525,420,608 

32,609,581 

1,062,017,582 

579,434,250 

42,789,229 

414,402,228 

26,391,876 

84,749,450 

40,938,780 

2,796,805 

38,310,178 

2,703,687 

61,407,730 
28,784,091 
2,277, 145 
18,093,315 
1,352,270 

95,225,350 

35,568,025 

2,780,4^ 

53,714,887 

3,161,740 

270,526,733 

114,411,871 

80,007,100 

26,637,660 

30,780,102 

249,818,888 

241,822,943 

7,995,945 

104,931,613 

101,567,493 

3,364,120 

82,573,462 

80,012,412 

2,561,060 

25,106,306 

24,313,628 

702,677 

37,207,606 

35,920,410 

1,278,098 

10,634,334 

4,655,990 

4,108,133 

724,167 

1,146,044 

10,073,611 

2,087,051 

67,663 

7,397,987 

530,820 

4,824,268 

985,120 

21,450 

3,583,606 

234,092 

3,015,505 

655,325 

17,160 

2,169,010 

173,120 

807,188 

185,102 

6,125 

673,471 

42,400 

1,426,550 

261,504 

12,028 

1,071,000 

81,118 

118,666,115 

47,425,331 

42,570,530 

9,400,322 

10,160,923 

100,605,866 

94,511,564 

5,994,301 

39,941,908 

37,342,375' 

2,599,533 

35,676,760 

33,824,257! 

1,752,512 

8,378,610 

7,836,955 

541,555 

16,608,678 

15,507,977 

1,100,701 

11,217,649 

4,738,683 

4,612,590 

634,450 

1,231,917 

6,932,601 

857,668 

30,410 

6,105,042 

939,581 

2^,744,740 

288,110 

6,950 

2,115,870 

333,810 

2,381,180 
266,250 
7,250 
1,712 580 
305,100 

486,353 

60,101 

2,375 

363,413 

60,464 

1,320,328 
243,107 
13 835 
913,179 
150,207 

222,736,620 

82,938,253 

76,178,906 

21,234,130 

42,385,331 

179,276,767 

168,518,476 

10,758,281 

66,644,314 

61,662,989 

3,981,326 

61,042,563 

57,561,868 

3,480,705 

18,084,328 

17,023,224 

1,061,104 

34,505,552 

82,270,405 

2,235,147 

11,931,712 

4,811,403 

4,800,676 

740,797 

1,578,937 

31,628,151 
20,528,280 
279, 193 
9,161,117 
1,569,561 

12,482,536 

8,486,234 

99,445 

3,334,162 

562,695 

10,335,768 
6,586,070 
72,800 
! 3,106,873 

i 669,122 

2,409,005 
1 490,267 
24,625 
766,862 
127,251 

6,300,842 

3,964,800 

82,323 

1,043,220 

310,490 

300,471,743 

127,663,607 

' 119,934,224 

i 19,350,765 

33,524,157 

224,111,334 
204 842,207 
19,269,127 

90,626,284 

82,245,79( 

S,2$0,48{ 

1 91,572,24C 

i 84 718,503 

5 6,853,645 

; 15,807,272 

' 14,237, 078 

1 1,670,194 

26,205,632 

23,640,736 

2,564,796 

58,525,749 

28,705,63] 

1 22,282,39! 

} 2,623,637 

' 4,914,088 

17,834,660 
2,392,134 
171 684 
14,162,617 
1118,226 

8,421,691 

i:079,63i 

68,06( 

6,757,44: 

616,56: 

2 6,079,6& 

3 794, 9W 

3 62,66( 

7 4,780,30: 

7 432,71] 

> 928, S4( 

) 130,722 

) 12,79( 

7 727,30] 

J 57 03J 

1 2,404,537 

» 386,856 

) 28,194 

J 1,878,470 

J 111,017 


GEOGRAPHIC Divisions— C on. 
Pacebic, total 


Owners 

Owning entire farm. . . . 
Hiring additional land. . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash. . 

Gash 

Unsi^dfied. 


New England. 
Maine, total 


Owners 

Owning entire farm. 


Managers. 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash. . 

Cash 

Unspecified. 


New Hampshire, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land . . . 


Managers. 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash.. 

Cash 

Unspecified. 


Vermont, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash.. 

Cash 

Unspecified. 


Massachusetts, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. . 


Managers. 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash.. 

Cash 

Unspecified. 
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Table 57.-— Value of All Fakm Property and of the Several Classes, by 
Tenure (Detailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Contd. 



22 , 233,592 

20 , 718,748 

1 , 519,844 


10 , 942,862 

6 , 915,299 

120,632 

3 , 674,041 

232,890 


238 , 774,641 


163 , 868,980 

152 , 323,999 

11 , 544,981 

11 , 775,436 

63 , 130,225 
44 , 229, 255 
1 , 033 , 42 :^ 
16 , 215,894 
1 , 651,653 
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TAB1.B S7. — VAiitTE OS’ All Farm Property and op the Several Classes, by 
Tenore (Detailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Coiitd. 


dtvtsiont oa state 

AND TENtTKE. 


East North Central. 
Ohio, total 


Owners.. 

Owning entire farm 

TririTig additional land . — 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

SharO’Cash.. 

Cash 

Unspecified. 


IiTDXANA, total. 


Owners.. 

Owning entire farm 

TOr ing additional land . . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash.. 

Cadti 

Unspecified. 


iLUNOis, total - 


Owners.. - 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land . . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash.. 

Ca^ 

XJnsi>ecified. 


Michigan, total.. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share.cash.. 

Cash 

Unspecified. 


Wisconsin, total.. 


All farm 
property. 


$3,095,666,336 


Owners 

Owning entire farm . . . 
Hiring additional land . 

Managers 


Tenants.. 
Share 
Share-cash 


1,846,805,911 

1,539,652,216 

307,1^696 

98,711,6311 

1,160,148,894 

804,169,064 

32,696,682 

258,514,033 

64,769,115 

3,042,311,247 


Land alone. 


Buildings. 


Implements i 
and { 
machinery. . 


live stock. 


$2,015,112,999 


1,749,075,832 

1,315,989,158 

433,086,674 

74,514,423 

1,218,720,992 
924,255,427 
103,802,448 
154 632,003 
36,031,114 

6,666,767,236 


1,145,259,222 

936,598,376 

208,660,846 

65,381,979 

804,471,798 
562,430,271 
24,951,622 
179,070,066 
38,019,839 

2,202,566,336 


2,114,069,451 
1 949 950,676 
' 164; 118, 775 

66, 176, 582 1 

497,036,964 
292,428,515 
6.770.4281 

Unspei^ed * 11,409,4^11 


3,040,416,791 

2,100,970,261 

939,446,530 

179,145,349 

3,447,206,095 


762,710.535 
63, 214 ; 313 

1,763,334,778 


1,307,774,069 
1 093,890,888 
' 213, 883, 1811 

58,510,839! 

397,049,870 
280,642,948 
5,382,468 
95 025,744 
15,998,710 

2,677,282,997 1 


1,214,779,978 
894,200 689 
320,579,389 

54,562,953 

933,223,405 
706 648,427 
85 679,920 
114,133,046 
26,762,013 

6,250,294,752 


2,276,943,663 

1,533,782,724 

742,160,939 

139,671,781! 

2,834,679,308 
1 126,198,050 
1,063 482,866 
693 814 970 
51 ; 183, 423 

959,186,538 


$646,322,950 


426,994,825 

370,566,608 

66,438,317 

22,029,367 

197,298,768 

137,698,866 

4,176,192 

45,418,851 

10,006,86^ 

451,077,637 


293,0a5,500 

235,175,613 

57,829,887 

10,946,463 

147,125,674 
112,276,067 
9,061,544 
20 851,293 
4 936,770 


$146,675,26*^! $287,655,118 


93,679,423. 

79,045,505, 

14,633,918, 


180,872,441 

163,451,826 

27,420,616 


3,556,341 7,743,844 


49,339,506! 
34 946,952i 
l,147,885i 
11,017,014 
2,227,654 

127,403,086 


90,038,833 
60 002,976 
2,421,983 
23,008, 102 
4 ; 515, 772 

261,264,188 


79,775,186 

61,610,701 

18,264,485 

2,335,351 

46,292,549 
34 282,873 
3,200,284 
6,484,854 
1,324,638 


747,698,814] 222,619,6Q5| 


415,819,323 

315,866,310 

99,953,013 


113,435,410 
81, m, 403 
32 262,007 


161,615, 168 
125,102,255 
36,412,913 

6,669,656 

03,079,364 
71,CW8,060 
6 880,700 
13 162,811 
3 ; 007, 793 

446,154,064 


22,047,181 4,381,612 


309,232,810 
126 866,239 
89 910,376 
86 991,756 
6 463,039 


104,802,583 
41 242,476 
34 610,706 
27 105,521 
1 834,r'‘ 


235,218,305 
170 147,824 
66,070,571 

12,444,775 

108,490,894 
&5 016,430 
54,044,205 
54 798,288 
3 731,971 


477,499,672 122,380,936] 204,258,632 


687,310,570 

665,629,221 

121,690,341 

369,159,358] 
315 ; 839, 885 
63,319,473 

96,083,962^ 

81,234,822 

34,849,140| 

155,211,170 
131 186,952 
24,024,227 

36,680,44' 

14,617,597 

2,867,728^ 

5,445,067 

236,186,52 
164,038,00- 
3^214 86 
59 ; 747,791 
9;i85,86( 

9^822,717 
2 67;993,533 

5 1,232,199 

0 20 576,101 

5 4,020,884 

23,438,246 

16,839,480 

319,636 

5,204,932 

984,290 

43,602,386 
31 771,924 
615,871 
9,406,921 
1,807,670 

1,618,913,05 

9 568,968,914 

167,08^900 

322,312,116 

1,253,676,27 
1 151 112 78 
'102,662,48 

3 466,000,140 

5 433 ; 660, 682 
8 32,439,467 

138,700,510 

128,641,925 

10,068,685 

255,603,519 

236,635,284 

19,068,235 

40,457,83 

6 15,136,106 

3, 169,448 

7,413,192 

324,779,96 
191,934,90 
4,309,61 
121 237,73 
7 ; 297, 70 

0 87,832,650 

3 51,143,022 

0 1,128,800 

& 33,357,222 

3 ^203,615 

25,218,951 
14 217,531 
838,862 
10,065,092 
607,466 

50,205,404 
35,133,050 
t 903,156 

! 21,778,514 

; 1 a00;676 
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TabliE 57. — Value of All Farm Pbopbrtt and of the Several Classes, bt 
Tenure (Detailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Contd. 


All farm 
property. 

Land alone. 

Buildings. 

Implements 

and 

machinery. 

Live stock. 

*3,787,420,118 

*2,750,328,432 

*550,839,893 

*181,087,968 

*305, 163, 825 

2,537,580,486 

2,025,417,022 

612,172,464 

iBHI 

402,711,640 

336,909,976 

65,801,664 

130,388,874 

105,416,012 

24,972,862 

215,449,658 

176,397,766 

40,051,802 

58,162,979 


10,004,139 

2,145,474 

5,782,847 

1,191,667,653 

496,801,943 

284,324,443 

375,431,054 

35,110,213 


138,124,114 
60,008,467 
27, 125,668 
46,65^574 
4,337,405 

48,553,620 
21,079, 338 
10,256,600 
15,757,366 
1,460,416 

83,931,420 

36,181,039 

16,569,677 

28,952,898 

2,227,806 

8,524,870,956 


922,761,713 

309,172,398 

613,926,268 

pn 

3,448,299,333 

2,644,202,698 

804,096,636 

563,141,827 

458,249,652 

104,892,175 

179,05^709 

141,307,301 

37,747,408 

354,002,849 
276,911 407 
78,091,442 

140,772,728 


15,306,549 


11,781,507 

3,839,599,610 

1,082,376,553 

810,299,579 

1,886,773,046 

81,160,333 

3,120,127,042 

859,377,289 

683,234,967 

1,512,776,232 

64,738,554 

344,303,337 

96,207,694 

62,312,150 

177,365,603 

8,418,090 

127,027,219 

33,545,963 

24,364,229 

66,615,938 

2,501,089 

248,141,912 

73,245,707 

40,388,233 

129,016,372 

5,492,600 

3,591,063,035 

2,504,193,271 

468,774,429 

138,261,340 

389,839,045 

2,476,531,087 

1,945,610,681 

530,920,406 

1,741,864,360 

1,349,846,854 

392,017,506 

347,556,043 

286,326,730 

61,229,313 

101,198,408 

80,079,064 

21,119,344 

285,913,276 

229,359,033 

56,554,243 

85,927,126 

61,864,535 

13,014,301 

2,162,422 

9,085,868 

1,028,609,872 

594,330,637 

130,463,932 

244,570,492 

59,244,811 

790,664,376 

457.411 886 

102.632.411 
185,938,410 

44,681,660 

108,205,085 

61,788,848 

12,874,689 

26,860,258 

6,681,290 

34,900,610 

20,045,340 

4,369,176 

8,595,134 

1,890,860 

94,839,901 

55,084,563 

10,687,656 

23,176,681 

6,991,001 

1,759,742,995 

1,279,313,627 

209,207,868 

114,186,865 

157,034,635 

1,243,907,646 

686,295,068 

557,612,477 

886,960,902 

482,513,764 

404,447,138 

153,894,548 

92,553,091 

61,340,667 

86,070,844 

48,372,140 

37,698,704 

116,981,251 

62,866,173 

64,126,078 

41,100,933 

29,758,105 

6,350,398 

2,076,252 

3,916,178 

474,734,517 

412,657,992 

22,221,840 

20,885,715 

18,968,970 

362,594,620 

315,874,382 

17,340,734 

14,896,008 

14,484,406 

49,962,922 

43,633,606 

1,996,649 

2,355,870 

1,976,797 

26,039,769 

22,552,943 

1,208,711 

1,265,011 

1,023,104 

36,137,206 

80,697,061 

1,675,746 

2,379,826 

1,484,573 

2,823,870,212 

2,231,431,723 

241,461,958 

112,408,268 

238,568,263 

1,733,696,642 

859,580,364 

874,116,278 

1,340,434,697 

655,968,999 

684,465,698 

159,484,723 

90,020,603 

69,464,120 

73,011,060 

37,983,767 

36,027,293 

160,766,162 

76,606,995 

85,159,167 

46,833,841 

35,176,117 

3,724,293 

1,297,558 

6,635,873 

1,043,339,729 

476,009,996 

340,858,120 

208,910,881 

17,560,73^ 

855,820,909 

389,020,288 

286,032,896 

167,629,818 

14,137,908 

78,252,942 

37,113,101 

23,980,977 

16,763,470 

1,395,394 

mm 

iMU 

71,166,228 

31,643,920 

20,018,895 

18,052,188 

1,451,225 


DlVtSlOJT OR OTitTE 
AND TENURE. 


West Nouth Central. 
Minnesota, total 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional Land . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash. . 

Cash 

Hnspodfled. 


Iowa, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm . 


Managers.. 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash.. 

Ca^ 

Unspedded. 


Missouri, total.. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land . . 

Managers 


Tenants. . - 

Share 

Share-cash.. 

Cash 

Unspedfled. 


North Dakota, total. 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land . . . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash.. 

Cash 

Unspedlled. 


South Dakota, total.. 

Owners 

Owning entire fgurm 

Hiring additional land . . . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-casli . . 

Cash 

UnspecLded. 
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Table 57. — Valtib op All Farm Property and op the Several Clabses, by 
Tenure (Detailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Contd. 


division or state 

AND TENURE. 

P Land alone. 

1! 

1 

Btiildlngs. , 

Implements 

and 

machinery. | 

1 

live stw^k. 

WEST North Central— C on. 

Nebraska, total 

I, 

1; 

$4,201,655,992j* «3, 330, 222, 340 

|3SI,$S5,420| 

. j 

1 

Sl»,104,448l 

$336,443,7^4 
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Table 57. — Valtjb of All Farm Property and op the Several Classes, by 
Tender (Detailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Contd. 


DrVTSION OR STATE 
AND TENURE. 


South Atlantic— C on. 

BIST. Columbia, total- 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. . . 

Managers 


All farm 
property. 


$5,027,987 

1,800,669 
1,562,003 
238,666 


Tenants 

Shar^ incl. croppers 

Snare tenants proper. 

Croppers 

Sbare^sh 

Casl^ ind. stand, renters. 
Cash tenants proper.. 

Standing renters 

XJnspedfled 


ViROiNU, total 1, 196, 555, 772 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. . . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share, incl. croppers 

Share tenants proper. 

Croppers 

Share-cash 

Cas^ incl. stand, renters. 
Cash tenants proper. . 

Standing renters 

XTnspecified 


878,456,3951 
799,470 730 
78,985,665! 

71,007,739 

247,091,638 
190,841,268 
138,905,984 
51,935,284 
2,121,563 
43,336,320 
43,051, 106 
285,214 
10,792,487 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. . . 


Managers. 

Tenants... 


Share, incl. croppers 

Share tenants proper. 

Croppers 

ShareHcash 

Casi^ Incl.stand. renters] 
Casii tenants proper. . 

_ Standing renters 

XJnspectded 


North Carolina, total . | i , 250, 166, 995 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 


Managers. 

Tenants... 


Share, incl. croppers 

Snare tenants proper. . 

Croppers 

Share-ca^i 

Cash, incl, stand, renters. . 
Cash tenants proper. . . 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


Implements 

and live stock, 
machinery. 


West Virginia, total. , . 496, 439, 617 


393,058,740 

357,436,241 

35,622,499 

25,733,496 

77,647,381 

40,727,495 

31,840,133 

8,887,362 

1,161,754 

30,359,784 

30,283,038 

76,746 

5,398,348 


754,437,708 

682,355,649 

72,082,059 

26,359,678 

469,369,609 
389, 054^1 
256,956,9971 
132,097,894 
2,286,377 
71,002,934 
42, 173, 008 
28,829,926 
7,026,407 
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Table 5T. — Valttb of All Farm Property and op the Several Clares, by 
Tentjre (Detailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Contd. 


DIVISION OR STATE 

AND TENURE, 

AH farm | 
property. | 

l^and alone. 

Buildings. 

[mplements 

and 

machinery. 

live ft<3ck. 

South Atlantic — C ontinued. 
South Carolina, total.. 

1 

$953,064,742 

$647,157,209 

$166,326,991 

$48,062,387 

$91,6i8,165 

Owners.. 

Ownmg entire lann 

TTiring additional land 

481,877,210 

443,984,298 

37,892,912 

22,653,642 

448,533,890 

309,991,708 

285,114,176 

24*877,632 

15,936,497 

96,638,860 

90,119,808 

6,619,052 

3,806,935 

29,471,629 

27,315,606 

2,166,024 

986,785 


45,775,013 

41,434,709 

4,340,304 

1,924,425 


321,230,004 

65,881,196 

41,803,222 

23,415,417 

18,387,806 

17,603,973 
10,021,219 
a; 414, 507 
3,606,712 
100 674 
7,211,573 
2,788,467 
4 423, 116 
270,507 


43,818,717 
25,186,128 
16,071 259 
9,114,869 
291,941 
17,706,393 

6 443,208 
11,263, 185 
634,255 

^Sliare, incl- croppers 

Share tenants proper* . 

292,633,221 

168,287,935 

124,345,286. 

2,218,705! 

215,622,652 

122,386,762 

93,235,900 



1.612,640 

313,450 
22,767,313 
8,493, 199 
14,274,114 
997,211 


Casl^ incl. stand, renters . . 
Cash tenants proper. . . 
Standing renters 

147,964,793 

51,800,951 

96,163,842 

5,717,171 

100,279,614 

34,076,087 

66,203,427 

3,815,198 


Qeobgia, total 

1,356,685,196 

897,444,961 

240,853,666 

63,343,220 


155,043,340 


616,667,638 

880,860,366 

125,687,663 

117,946,346 

7,741,306 

8, 878, 456 j 

36,626,486 


72,483,<m 

A? dJti 


575,032,630 

355,083,904 

2^00,831 

2,246,452 


5,006,407 

4,708,106 

•Hiring additional land. ... 

40,626,008 

54,787,8141 

25,776,462 

38,954,800 



1 

686,239,8441 

477,629,795 

106,287,567 

67,880,843 

26,416,238 

40,964,606 

265,505 

24,470,282 


77,862,210 

47,094,209 

19 147,471 
27,946,738 
411,323 
29,214,113 
9,176,399 
20,037,714 

1, 132,665 

^Share,inci. croppers 

Share tenants proper. . 

430,746,786; 
165,229,928! 
265,616,8571 
i; 896, 0011 

302,565,383 

113,624,851 

188,940,532 

041, 368 
7 664 98S 
* 66,97: 

iA 



1 152,110 
167,301,101 
49,904,130 
117,396,971 

1 

CaslL Incl. stand, renters. - 
Cash tenants proper. . - 
Standing renters. . . . . . 

243,897,819, 

73,762,2591 

170,135,6601 



Unspecified • .... 

9,699,239} 

1 

330, 301, 717 j 

6, 611, 201 1 




Florida, total 

228,424,740 

63,024,664! 13,861,77 

i 

36,300,640 


237,163,993' 

1 156,442,015 

' 146,318,686 

10,123,329 

49,639,896 

42,104,570 

10,735,77 
9*948^,17 
'-rar JW 

3 

6 

27,871,635 

25,962,038 

1,918,697 

2,316,288 

OwninH fArm 

221,729,963 

2,504,407 

5,569,174 

7 

Hiring additional land. . . . 

iwr An&srers 

16,424,030 

59,028,533 

1 1.513, 176 j 

*T*<wiaTi+,Q ....a...... 

34,119,191 

1 22,342,82E 

11,426,08^ 
l' 4,609,425 

t 6,815,655 

5,860,92( 

) 1,302,8251 

$ 655,321! 

2 278,268, 

B 377,053 

5 13,316| 

3 541; 189 

7 481,023' 

6 60,166, 

4 92,999 

5, U2,617 
2,476,666 
1,036,050 
1,430,306 
81,405 
2,2n,906 
1,041,368 
*336,638 
277,660 

cVkorA Ind Gronners • • • 

17,372,641 

’Jim OJlUt VI « 

1,229,99: 

1,686,^ 

Share tenants proper- . 

r^»«rtY\TkAl»C ^ . 

7,163,738 

10,218,903 

223,916 

Share-cash. . 

i 99,581 

t 9,380,87( 

U 8,753,9L 

1 626,96 

) 1,437,28' 

J 29, 52 

5 2,151,68 

B 1*961,72 

1 189,86 

7 368, 13 

Caslu incl . stand . renters - . 
Cash tenants proper. - 

Standing renters 

XJnspecihed 

14,351,654 
13,138,035 
1,213,623 
2^71, 08< 

East South Central. 

KiSNTUCKT, total 

. 1,611, 901, or 

? 1,060,752,68 

0 254,406,2£ 

« 48,354,857 

158,887,284 


. 1,098,190,02 

B 748,405,73 

8 667,614,37 

8 80,791,36 

0 22,709,3< 

a 1921,686,0: 

H 37,167,334 

ta aa. 900. 814 

120,030,927 

107,796,743 

/\TtwnlTi<r , « - • * * 

983,510,66 

« ir,777,a 
12 5,0SS,0 

m 3,876,5 

14 742, J 

i20 

12:234,184 

3,U9,410 

\Jl wriiljfe ^UtWA* W AOlAMb* • - • • • 

Hiring additional land. . . 

114,679,45 

31,669,08 

t94 


382,041,97 

1 279,637,55 

4 202,635,8: 

i7 147,020,8 

17 65;614,9' 

ri 16,176,3 

» 47,729,6 

22 46,583,3 

T4 1,146,2 

X) 13,095,7 

57 66,722,21 

08 10,446,220 

10 7 6f>6,014! 

AR 104 

35,236,947 

26,445,255 

Q>tor>A {tigI GP^yntiOrs . • • ip « 

279, 077, 8C 


20,160,276 

Share tenants proper. 

ftmnTiOrs 

203, 217, 2f 
.1 75,860,64 

73 

•j'oAu toA 525.395 

6,275,079 

1,385,562 

5,573,008 

5,407,013 

165,995 

1,833,122 


21,296,4; 


oa 1.735.373 

Cash, incl. stand, renters 
Cash tenants proper- 
sitftndiiifi? routers. . . ♦ 

63,277,4« 
61, 720, Si 
l,S57,i; 

g? 8:^2,340 i;6g7,65« 

A* 207.180 37,714 

O v«AU\AJLiA^ » 

Unspecified 

18,390,2( 




50687^—24 12 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


o. am, Fabj« PaoPERTT 


MVI8IOK OR «TATB 
and TRNURIC. 


Bast South Centbal— Con. 


All form 
property. 


Land alone. Buildings. 


TbHNESSKS, total SI , 2Sl, 964, 585 [ $807,782, 296| 


Owners 

Owning entire farm . . . . 
Hiring addltionalland. 

Managers 


'Tenants........ 

Share, incl. croppers 

Share tenants proper. 

Croppers 

Sliare-cahh 

Cash, incl. stand, renters. 
Cash tenants proper. . 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


Alabama, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land . . . 

Managers 


Share, incl. cropp^s 

Share tenants proper. 

Croppers 

Share-cash 

Cash, incl. stand, renters. 
Cash tenants proper. . 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


Misaissim, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. . 

Managers 


Share, incl. croppers., 
Share tenants pro 


Share tenants proper. 

Croppers 

Share-caf'h 

Cash, incl. stand, renters . 
Cash tenants proper. . 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


West South Centkal. 
Arkansas, total 


Owners 

Owning entire form 

Hiring additional land . . . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share, incl. croppers 

Share tenants proper. 

Croppers 

Share-cash 

Cas^ incl. stand, renters . 
Cash tenants proper. . 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


845,929,877 
750, 13f>,366 
95,799,511 

20,391,040 

385,643,668 
278,967,650 
177,344,339 
101,623,311 
4,901,912 
86,449,004 
76, 379, 289 
11,069,716 
15,325,102 


690,848,720 

394,154, 8® ' 
358,097,740 
36,057,148 

17,803,332 

278,800,500 
160,885,493 
89,635,361 
71,350,132 
1 176,364 
111 331,387 
90,661,920 
20,679,467 
5,497,206 


528,777,934 

466,140,390 

62,637,544 



13,577,480 

265,426,873 
192,515,152 
118,959,879 
73,555,273 
3,309, 170 
69,264,810 
61,773,820 
7,490,990 
10,337,741 

415,768,862 

229,228,335 

207,752,633 

21,476,702 

12,748,938 

173,786,589 

103,001,865 

66,172,660 

46,829,195 

667,618 

66,886,908 

54,535,605 

12,350,308 

3,241,208 


964,751,855 641,842,394 


420,122,540 

392,052,004 

28,070,536 

40,902,324 

503,726,991 

350,144,736 

131,089,305 

219,055,430 

16,894,197 

130,924,189 

103,049,966 

27,874,223 

5,763,870 


516,331,819 

452,345,020 

63,986,709 

29,120,363 

378,943,301 

273,571,633 

161,377,170 

112,194,363 

18,114,440 

79,883,296 

77,266,376 

2,616,919 

7,374,033 


22,300,787 
20,518,598 
1,782,189 


244,145,989 

227,088,434 

17,057,665 

29,791,789 

367,904,616 
262,634,230 
89,624,361 
173,009,869 
13,173,710 
426, 681 
70,766,113 
17,670,668 
3 669,995 


024,395,483 607,773,440 



63,334,965 

57,033,163 

6,301,802 

2,047,439 

47,442,344 
24,744,901 
14 965,169 
9 779,732 
295,359 
21,435,347 
17,405,190 
4,030,167 
966,737 

134,973,821 


315,494,861 

274,333,699 

41,161,162 

22,485,051 

269,703,528 

196,582,170 

109,031,546 

86,550,624 

13,522,033 

65,903,665 

64,106,589 

1,797,066 

4,785,670 


28,285,260 

24,956,619 

3,328,641 

1,369,717 

13,777,260 
9,804,594 
7,273,116 
2 531,479 
633,273 
3,011,491 
2,894,101 
117,390 
327,9021 


80,699,662 

71,147,762 

9,651,910 

2,423,170 

44,729,748 
30,549,354 
22,733,796 
7,816,558 
2,114,644 
I0l936,201 
lO; 582, 339 
'353,862 
1,129,549 
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Table 57. — Vallte of All Farm Property ano op the Several Classes, by 
Tenure (Detailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Contd. 


DIVISIOIT OB STATE 
AND TENT7BE, 


All farm 
property. 


i Land alone. Buildings. 


Implements \ 

and Live stock, 
macbinery. 


West South CENTRAL--Con. i 
Louisiana, total 


$589,826,679 $383,618,162 $90,420,631 $32,715,010 $83,072,876 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share, incl. croppers 

Share tenants proper . . 

Croppers 

Share-cash 

Casln incl. stand, renters . . 
Cash tenants proper. . . 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


331,764,023 

289,451,203 

42,312,820 

63,328,365 

204,734,291 

154,394,632 

97,079,380 

67,316,262 

3,898,166 

43,882,915 

38,295,994 

6,586,921 

2,658,578 


206,821,658 

177,936,336 

28,885,322 


66,006,559 

49,492,404 

5,613,155 


20,066,262 

17,098,106 

2,967,167 


40,871,644 

44,924,358 

4,947,186 


37,398,511 6,512,755 4,703,612 4,713,687 


139,397,993 

107,546,432 

66,747,204 

40,798,228 

2,422,666 

27,976,881 

24,463,176 

3,512,705 

1,464,014 


28,902,317 

21,423,460 

12,328,342 

9,096,108 

649,004 

6,323,764 

5,649,093 

774,671 

606,000 


7,946,236 
5 661,622 
4,118,998 
1,542,624 
190,062 
1,996,240 
1,745,665 
250,676 
98,312 


28,487,745 
19,764,128 
13,884,836 
6,879,292 
736,344 
7,5K7,OfiO 
6,538, 160 
1,048,870 
400,243 


Oklahoma, total 1,660,423,6441 1,171,459,364 192,405,930} 80,630,647| 215,927,703 


Owners 926, 797 , 877 

Owning entire farm 621, 249, 754 

Hiring additional land .... 304, 648, 123 


630,496,315 

413,943,298 

216,562,017 


117,540,321 
88,731,061 
30,809 260 


Managers 33,015,885 23,603,317 3,030,923 


Share, indL. croppers.. 
Share tenants proper. 


Croppers . 
are-cash... 


Share-cash 

Cash, incl- stand, renters . 
Cash tenants proper. . 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


701,609,782 

520,616,353 

472,886,814 

47,729,539 

56,013,824 

120,616,995 

120,334,694 

282,401 

5,362,610 


517,360,732 
386,000,291 
349 727,207 
36,273,084 
42,363,769 
86,047,904 
84,881,829 
166,075 
3,948,768 


71,834,686 
63,071,003 
48,937,332 
6 083,761 
4,946,675 
12,326,068 
12,306,243 
18 825 
591,860 


60,790,903 

34,622,183 

16,168,810 


28,945,526 
21,017,795 
19,432,207 
1 685 ,^ 
2,754,032 
41073,977 
4 , 066 , 7 ^ 
8 247 
198,822 


126,971,248 

41,018,036 

6,487,617 

83,468,838 
60,627,174 
64,789,978 
4 837,196 
4,948,448 
18,270,046 
18,180,792 
89,264 
623,170 


4,447,420,321 3,245,208,649 454,964,670 164,320,996j 502,926,006 








180 


FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


TABta 57 . — Valde of Ahi, Farm Propeett and of the Several Classes, by 
Tbnerb (Detailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Contd. 


DIVISION OB STATE 
AND TENT7EK. 


AlUhrm 

property. 

Land alone. 

Buildings. 

Implements 

and 

machinery. 

Live stock. 

$716,137,910 

$511,865,869 

$69,646,095 

$38,417,253 

$96,208,693 

546,742,786 

437,324,204 

109,418,682 

380,701,447 

298,882,771 

81,818,676 

66,886,689 

47,961,896 

8,924,793 

31,630,440 
25 869,195 
6,761,245 

77,624,210 
64,610 342 
12,913,868 

36,990,860 

26,216,759 

2,904,417 

1,219,026 

6,650,658 

132,404,264 

86,457,641 

4,415,300 

32,945,600 

8,686,723 

104,947,663 
69,426,624 
3,697 050 
25,181,924 
6,642,065 

9,854,989 
6,121,333 
300,995 
2,692 681 
739,980 

6,567,787 

3,567,631 

179,849 

1,464,535 

365,872 

12,033,825 
7 342 153 
237,406 
3,606,460 
847,806 

334,410,590 

210,947,494 

23,800,631 

11,777,949 

87,884,516 

252,838,359 

163,136,483 

89,701,876 

155,544,573 
97,339, 129 
58,205,444 

18,735,154 

13,002,360 

5,732,804 

9.549,532 

6,365,701 

3,183,831 

69,009, 100 
46,429,303 
22,579,797 

42,280,712 

28,266,977 

2,224,681 

802,816 

10,986,238 

39,291,519 

23,687,760 

1,160,295 

10,572,699 

8,970,766 

27,135,944 

17,423,279 

856,346 

6,947,792 

1,908,627 

2,840,796 

1,708,369 

86,100 

822,672 

223,655 

1,425,601 

916,431 

35,280 

371,215 

102,675 

7,889,178 

3,539,681 

182,569 

2,431,020 

1,735,908 

1,076,794,749 

763,722,716 

102,290,944 

49,804,509 

160,976,580 

738,655,401 

487,438,555 

251,216,846 

613,418,657 

326,845,237 

186,573,420 

74,238,451 

55,293,474 

18,944,977 

35,901,170 

26,478,063 

10,423,107 

115,097,123 

79,821,781 

35,275,342 

57,539,844 

37,269,141 

4,837,459 

1,711,392 

13,721,852 

280,509,504 
208,494,163 
5,912, 193 
55,649,558 
10,543,590 

213,034,918 

160,323,467 

4,406,575 

40,315,701 

7,989,175 

23,215,034 

16,729,412 

539,230 

5,023,887 

922,505 

12, 191,947 
9,201,684 
265,169 
2,251,636 
473,459 

32,157,605 
22,239,600 
! 701,219 

8,068,335 
1, 168,451 

325,185,999 

196,341,060 

26,473,162 

9,745,369 

93,626,418 

248,993,411 
156,889,389 
92, 104,022 

147,198,029 

89,839,178 

57,358,851 

21,171,148 

14,764,399 

6,406,749 

8,031,292 

6,727,185 

2,304,107 

72,592,942 

1 46,558,627 

I 26,034,316 

35,634,185 

21,889,439 

1,667,401 

506,232 

11,571,113 

40,558,403 

17,749,204 

495,267 

19,104,512 

3,209,420 

27,2.53,582 

12,798,101 

340,570 

12,426,078 

1,689,833 

2,634,613 

1,680,450 

44,815 

842,698 

166,650 

1,207,846 
794, 142 
17,105 
325,688 
71,010 

i 9,462,363 

2,676,611 
92,777 
5,511,148 
1,281,927 

238,592,989 

166,562,606 

15,762,715 

8,820,667 

62,447,001 

144,937,086 

113,934,243 

31,002,843 

94,493,035 

75,200,219 

19,292,816 

11,153,813 

9,452,398 

1,701,416 

6,246,070 

5;216,129 

1,029,941 

33,044, 168 
24,066,497 
8,978,671 

45,697,834 

28,218,077 

2,608,652 

1,210,506 

13,660,599 

42,958,069 

19,448,224 

870,315 

21,605,184 

1,034,346 

33,851,494 

16,384,085 

703,960 

16,491,655 

271,804 

2,000,250 

988,615 

97,150 

885,366 

29,120 

1,364,091 

719,808 

26,325 

603,668 

14,290 

5,742,234 

1,355,716 

42,890 

3,624,496 

719,132 


MoxjNTAm— Continued. 
iBAHOi total 


Owners 

Owning entire &ntt — 
Hiring additional land. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash.. 

Cash.. 

XJnspocifled. 


Wyomino, total.. 


entire farm.. . . 
Hiring additional land. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

8hareK»sh.. 

Cash 

Umpedhed., 


COLOBADO, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire iiajrm 

Hiring additional land. . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share. 

ShareKsasb.. 

Cash 

Unspedded.. 


New Mexico, total.. 

Owners 

Owning entire tarm.. . . 
Hiring additional land . 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash. . 

Cash 

Unspodfled., 


Abizona, total., 


Owners 

0%vning entire form 

Hiring additional land. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash. . 

Csush 

Unspecified. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES 


Table 58. — ^Valttb op Land and Buildings, with Average per Acre, and 
Average Value op All Classes op Property per Farm, by Tenure (De- 
tailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920. 


pmsiON on STATE 

AND TENtTBE. 

VALUE OF LAND AND 
BUILDINGS. 

AVERAGE VALUE PER FARM. 

Amount. 

§ 

All 

farm 

prop- 

erty. 

Land and buildings. 

Im- 

ple- 

ments 

and 

ma- 

chin- 

ery. 

Live 

stock. 

Total. 

Land 

alone. 

BuUd- 

ings. 

UNITED STATES. 

Total 

S66, 316,002, 602 

869.38 

812,084 


S8, 503 

$1,781 

$557 

$1,243 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

lairing additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share, inch croppers ^ 

ShareKsash 

Cash, incl. stand. r<»aters . 
Unspedfled 

Gbooeaphic Divisions. 

New England, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. ...... 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified 

Middle Atlantic, total... 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified 

E. Noeth Central, total. 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash.. -- 

Unsp^ltxl 

W. North Central, total. 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Temints 

Siiare 

Sharo-ai.sh 

Cash 

L'nsixjcified 

30,864,222,907 

30,710,720,764 

9,153,502,143 

2,665,216,465 

23,786,563,230 

13,221,673,341 

3,668,741,782 

6.318,247,496 

577,900,611 

62.60 

66.68 

52.15 

49.24 

89.77 

82.26 

150.76 

88.39 

08.46 

12,130 

10,942 

19,288 

45,761 

11,072 

9,028 

31,534 

12,513 

10,642 

10,156 
9,122 
16, 387 

38, 937 
9,690 
7,876 
28,702 
10,800 
9, 149 

8,149 

7,146 

14,190 

32,252 

8,407 

6,767 

26,182 

9,304 

7,711 

2,007 

1,976 

2,197 

6,685 

1,283 
1, 109 
2,520 
1,496 
1,438 

624 

582 

877 

1,516 

425 

354 

1,037 

495 

411 

1, 350 
1,238 
2,025 

5,307 

958 

799 

1,795 

1,217 

1,082 

917,468,584 

54.00 

7,492 

5,860 

3,118 

2,742 

590 

1,042 

732,985,945 

682,646,784 

50,340,161 

115,122,376 

60,360,263 

22,866,402 

638,095 

42,579,454 

3,286,312 

3,002,137,754 

49.85 

49.21 

60.50 

117.42 

53.12 

52.19 

67.04 

54.79 

40.56 

73.99 

6,775 

6,605 

10,383 

27,806 

7,749 

11,282 

9,404 

6,730 

5,769 

9,290 

6,230 

6,100 

7,966 

23, 974 
6,978 
8,472 
6,717 
5,276 
4,453 

7,061 

2,741 

2,663 

4,400 

13,338 

3,434 

4,776 

3,735 

3,086 

2,288 

3,908 

2,488 

2,437 

3,567 

10,635 
2,545 
3,695 
2,982 
2, 190 
2, 165 

3, 153 

569 

555 

868 

1,407 

511 

778 

736 

429 

397 

845 

977 

950 

1,548 

2,424 

1,261 

2,032 

1,952 

1,026 

919 

1,384 

1,987,775,786 

1,805,447,946 

182,327,840 

256,451,780 

757,910,188 
441,980,017 
8,812, 195 
286,613,738 
20,504,238 

14,937,641,671 

68.50 

68.74 

66.25 

133.36 
78.69 
70 30 
72.08 
97.60 
71,85 

126.87 

8,143 

7,947 

10,797 

30,658 

11,158 

11,571 

10,277 

10,766 

8,855 

15,898 

6,077 

5,927 

8,103 

26,028 

8,594 

8,637 

7,819 

8,717 

6,812 

13,771 

3, 185 
3,072 
4,714 

15, 198 

5,332 

5,007 

4,480 

6,997 

3,904 

11, 105 

2,892 
2,856 
3,389 
10, 830 
3,262 
3, 629 
3,339 
2,720 
2,908, 

2, 666 

803 

786 

1,032 

1,675 

908 

1,032 

902 

732 

720 

725 

1,263 

1,234 

1,662 

2,955 

1,656 

1,902 

1,656 

1,307 

1,322 

1,403 

8,547,956,861 
6,752,322,701 
1,795,634,160 
421,031,710 
6,968,653, 100 
3,246,227,379 
1,287, 146,991 
1,275,198,829 
100, 079; 901 

24,460,495,169 

111. 71 
108. 14 
127.54 

146.84 

155,64 
138 67 
230.36 
157.49 
127. 52 

95.22 

13,117 

12,123 

19,260 

35,205 

22,043 

20,187 

41,495 

18,940 

15,583 

25,617 

11, 14S 
10,232 
16,807 

31,070 

19,607 

17,809 

38,380 

16,573 

13,750 

22,307 

8,577 

7,700 

13,999 

24,777 

16,863 

15,093 

35,234 

13,880 

11,377 

19,454 

2,570 
2,532 
2, 808 

6,293 
2,744 
2,715 
3, 146 
2,693 
2,373 

2,853 

680 

654 

843 

1,204 

815 

776 

1,182 

779 

599 

1,060 

1,289 

1,237 

1,610 

2,931 

1,621 

1,602 

1,933 

1,588 

1,234 

2,151 

14,640,115,223 
10,173,099,385 
4,373, 015,838 
445,906,192 
9,477,473,754 
4,129,823 265 
2,155,067,070 
2,9<i9,100,744 
223,492,675 

86.29 
99. 21 
66.23 
73.35 
115. 12 
94.49 
137. 23 
145.26 
90. 43l 

23,681 
21,694 
30, 112 

47,979 

28,354 
24,950 
34,785j 
31, 102 
20, 353 

20,464 
18, 726 
26,044 

41,380 

25,272 
22, 120 
31,545 
27, 602 
17, 979 

17,499 

15,786 

23,045 

35,919 

22,687 

19,808 

28,778 

24,605 

15,856 

2, 955 
2,941 
3,000 

5,460 

2,585 
2,311 
2,768 
2,997 
2, 123 

1,065 

983 

1,328 

1,324 

1,044 
957 
1,198 
1, 135 
713 

2,162 

1,984 

2,740 

5,275 

2,038 

1,874 

2,041 

2,366 

1,661 


— lOfOWJi ; 

1 Croppers and standing renters reported in the Southern States only. 
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Table 58. — Valtjb op Land and Buildings, with Average per Acre, and 
Average Value op All Classes op Property per Farm, by Tenure (De- 
tailed Classificatton), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


VALTTB OP LAND AND I 
BUILDINOS. 


AVEBAGE VALtTE PEE PAEU. 


DIVISION OB STATE 
ANDTENXJBE. 


Land and buildings. 

ments 

and 

Land Build- xna- 
alone. ings. chin- 


Geographic Divisions— C on. 

South Atlantic, total $5, 201, 773, 472 

Owners 3,071,638,806 

Owning entire form 2, 820, 961, 774 

Hiring additional land 250, 677, 031 

Managers. 272,176,404 

Tenants ........ .............. 1, 867, 958, 263 

Share, incl. cropp^s 1, 325, 022, 669 

S^re tenants proper 790, 532, 601 

Crop^s 

Sbare-caSi.. ................. 8,676,930 

Cash, ind. stand, renters, ... . 485, 622, 741 

Cash tenants proper 236, 151, 274 

Standing renters 249, 371, 467 

Unspecified..., 38,835,923 

E. South Central, tot^. . 3, 663, 693,363 

Owners.. ........................ 2, 259, 091,657 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 225, 866, 675 

Managers....... 94,822,369 

Tenants 1,309,779,337 

Share, incl. cropi^rs 

Share tenants proper 499, 650 , 6« 

Croppers - 416,383,619 

Share-ca^. 39,027,967 

Cash, incl. stand, renters 317, 253, 250 

Cash tenants proper 209, 804, 458 

Standing renters 47, 448, 792 

Unspecified.....--.--..-...-. 37,663,868 


Tenants 

Share, incl. croppers 

Share tenants proper. 

Croppers 

Share-cash 

Casl^ incl. stand, renters. 
C;ash tenants proper. . 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


W. South Central, total. . 6,291,188,072 

ers 3,369,149,702 

> wning entire farm 2, 621, 180, 027 

Tiring additional land 747, 969, 676 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. 

Managers 


Tenants - 

Share, incl. croppers 

Share tenants proper.. 

Croppers 

Share-cadi 

Caslu incl. stand, renters.. 
Cash tenants proper... 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


640, 658 
3,741,304 
4,022,134 
8,719,170 
8,485,044 
9,910,777 
1,302,368 
8,608,409 
0,503,533 


Mountain, total 3, 163, 187,783| 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. , 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash,, 

Cash 

Unspecified. 


2,351,069,166 

1,623,730,419 

727,328,747 

233,107,982 

579,020,635 
388,715,013 
15,411,466 
149,356,557 
25 638,699 
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Table 58. ^\'’ALtrB of Land and BTjniDtNos, -with Avbkagb pbb Ache, and 

Avbragb Valdb op All Classes op Psopbrt-s- pek F.^m, by Tenuhb (De- 
tailed Classipication), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Gontmued. 
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Table 58. — ^Valttb of Land and Buildings, with Average fee Acre, and 
Average Value of All Classes of Property per Farm, by Tenure (De- 
tailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


DIVISION OB STATE 
AND TENURE. 


New England — Continued. 

Rhode Island, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers. • 

Tenants. 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified 


Connecticut, total.. 

Owners 

Owning entire farm — 
Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash...... 

Unspecified 

Middle Atlantic. 

New York, total.... 

Owners 

Owning entire farm — 
Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified 


New Jersey, total. . 

Owners 

Owning entire farm. . . 
Hiring additional land 

Managers. ................ 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Gash 

Unspecified 


Pennsylvania, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified 


VALUE OF LAND AND 
BUILDINGS. 


average VIULITE PER FARM. 




2,712 765 1,068 

2 ! 607 75b 1,063 

2,970 875 1,312 

9,679 1,692 2,023 
3,191 m 1,426 
3 617 1,022 1,656 

450 879 1,414 

2 644 675 1,065 

2,Hf>2i 069 l,o32 
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Table 58. — Value of Land and Buildings, with Average per Acre, and 
Average Value op All Classes op Property per Farm, by Tenure (De- 
tailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Contiilued. 


DIVISION OK STATE 
AND TENTJEE. 


Bast Noeth Centeal. 

Omo, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring ad<Utioaal land. . 

Managers 

Tenants 

Sliare 

ShareKAsh 

Cash 

Unsiieclflai 


INDUNA, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm... 
Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified^ 


Illinois, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm — 
Hiring additi<aial land. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cainh 

Cash 

Unspecified 


Michigan, total 


Owners 

Owning entire farm.... 
Hiring addiiimal land. 
Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash.. 

Cash 

Unspecifieti. 


Wisconsin, total, 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. 
Managers 


Tenants 

Sliare 

Share-cash.. 

Cash 

Unsfiecifiod. 


VALUE OF LAND AND 
BUILDINGS. 

AVERAGE VALUE PER FARM. 

Amount. 

Aver- 

age 

per 

acre. 

AU 

farm 

prop- 

erty. 

Land and buildings. 

Im- 

ple- 

ments 

and 

ma- 

chin- 

ery. 

■ 

Live 

stock. 

Total. 

Land 

alone. 

Build- 

ings. 

12,661,435,949 

$113.18 

$12,060 

$10,368 

$7,850 

$2,618 

$571 

$1,121 

1,572,254,047 

104.82 

10,376 

8,834 

6,436 

2,399 

528 

1,016 

1,307,154,884 

102.93 

9,799 

8,320 

6,961 

2,358 

503 

977 

266,099,163 

115.20 

14,717 

12,702 

9,998 

2,704 

701 

1,314 

87,411,346 

155.61 

32,206 

28,519 

21,332 

7,187 

1,160 

2,527 

1,001,770,556 

125.94 

15,205 

13,243 

10,635 

2,608 

652 

1,309 

700,129,136 

124.39 

16,872 

13,819 

11, 101 

2,718 

690 

1,364 

29,126,814 

145.23 

20,720 

18,458 

15,812 

2,646 

727 

1,535 

224,488,917 

130.28 

13,396 

11,633 

9,279 

2,354 

571 

1,192 

48,025,689 

110.43 

13,349 

11,706 

9,266 

2,439 

543 

1, 101 

2,653,643,973 

125.98 

14,831 

12,937 

10,738 

2,199 

621 

1,274 

1,507,785,478 

117. 15 

12,747 

10,989 

8,853 

2,136 

581 

1, 177 

1,129,376,202 

U3.92 

n 681 

10,024 

7,937 

2,087 

546 

1,110 

378,409,276 

127.97 

17,644 

15,416 

13,060 

2,356 

744 

1,483 

65,609,416 

138.52 

31,994 

28,128 

23,428 

4,700 

1,003 

2,864 

1,080,349,079 

139.94 

18,582 

16,472 

14,229 

2,243 

691 

1,419 

818,924,494 

137.09 

19,067 

16,894 

14,578 

2,316 

707 

1,466 

94,741,464 

169.58 

27,316 

24,932 

22,647 

2,385 

842 

1,542 

134,984,338 

14a 27 

14,567 

12,716 

10;752 

1,964 

611 

1,240 

31,698,783 

114.37 

13,360 

11, 745 

9,916 

1,829 

491 

1,114 

5,997,993,566 

187.59 

28,108 

25,289 

22,136 

3, 152 

939 

1,881 

2,691,762,986 

165.49 

22,934 

20,304 

17, 167 

3, 137 

856 

1,774 

1,849,649,034 

162.70 

20,822 

18,331 

16,201 

3, 130 

804 

1,686 

842,113,952 

171.97 

29,663 

26,589 

23,433 

3, 166 

1,019 

2,055 

162,318,962 

227.70 

52,520 

47,587 

40,947 

6,639 

1,286 

3,648 

3,143,911,618 

209.64 

3-4,065 

31,068 

28,012 

3,056 

1,036 

1,961 

■1,252,064,289 

186.13 

30,439 

27,651 

24,871 

2,780 

911 

1,878 

1,163,393,241 

244.07 

45,398 

42,127 

38,843 

3,284 

1,264 

2,007 

080, 806, 726 

208.85 

29,000 

25,886 

22,579 

3,308 

1,031 

2,084 

57,647,362 

202.60 

28,271 

25,781 

22,891 

2,891 

821 

1,669 

. 1,436,686,210 

75.48 

8,976 

7,313 

4,SS3 

2,431 

623 

1,040 

. 1,056,478,928 

72.65 

8,204 

6,628 

4,312 

2,316 

603 

974 

881,469,114 

72.67 

7,821 

6,302 

4,044 

2,258 

5S1 

938 

175,009,814 

72.54 

10,950 

8,960 

6,230 

2,730 

760 

1,230 

50, 198,044 

85.39 

25,231 

21,646 

15,386 

6,260 

1,237 

2,348 

330,009,238 

84.54 

11,436 

9,604 

6,802 

2,702 

675 

1,266 

232,031,635 

81.21 

12,056 

9,967 

7,046 

2,921 

723 

1,366 

4,447,062 

84.42 

12,756 

10,638 

7,618 

2,920 

757 

1,469 

80,323,891 

9a 59 

10,205 

8,626 

6,416 

2,210 

669 

1,010 

13,206,750 

73.79 

9,367 

7,732 

5,378 

2,354 

676 

1,058 

. 2,187,831,973 

98.78 

14,143 

11,558 

8,552 

3,006 

8S3 

1,703 

1,719,675,422 

t 96.39 

13,245 

10,774 

7,855 

2,920 

869 

1,602 

1,584,673,467 

96.98 

13,053 

10,608 

7, 706 

2,902 

861 

1,584 

135,001,955 

89.35 

16,059 

13,210 

10,035 

3, 174 

984 

1,865 

55,593,942 

104.53 

27,267 

22,906 

16,670 

6,237 

1,306 

3,054 

412,612,609 

109.29 

18,235 

15, 137 

11,916 

3,222 

925 

2, 172 

213,077,925 

109.31 

20,051 

10,667 

13, 161 

3,607 

975 

2^409 

6,438,410 

loasi 

18,912 

15, 191 

12,038 

3,153 

947 

2,774 

IS*!, 594, 957 

111.29 

16,325 

13,537 

10,616 

2' 921 

880 

1 907 

9,501,317 

84.40 

12,734 

10,604 

8,145 

2,459 

678 

1 452 
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Table 58. — Valtjb of Land and Buildings, with Average per Ache, and 
Average Value of All Classes op Property per Fabm, by Tenure (De- 
tailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920- — Continued. 


division OB STATE 
AND TENXJE.E. 


WEST North Central. 


Owners 2, 191, 751, OM 104.30 

O wniiig entire farm 1> 744, 603, 254 106. W 

Hiring additional land 447, 147, 800 96. 08 

Managers 50,234,658 113.37 

Tenants 1,059,182,613 120.85 

sharV. . : 439 541 566 los. ss 

Share-cash 257,498,266 131.33 

CaSi!?.: 330,720,790 133.33 

Unspecified 31, 421, 991 117. 35 


VALUE OP LAND AND 11 

buildings. 

Amount. 

Aver- 
age 
per 1 
acre, i 

• 

. $3,801,168,325 

$109,231 


AVERAGE VALVE PEE FARM. 


Land and buildings. 

pie- 

mmt 

and 

Build- ma> 
ings. chin- 
ery. 


$21,221 $18,496 


$3,086$1,015| 


3,034 982 

2,985 934 

3,313 1,257 
6,268 1,344 
3,129} 1,100 
3,162j 1,U1 
3,239 l,22r>i 
3,05^ 1,0331 


IOWA, total 7,601,772,290 227.09 _ 

Owners 4,011,441,160 222.23 

Owning entire farm 3, 102, 452, 3M 2K. ^ 

Hiring additional land. 908, 988, 810 216. 50 

Managers. - 125,900,751 221.23 

Tenants 3,464,430,379 233.22 

^ awA ! '955,584,883 221.14 

ihlJl^a^h::::;;:::: : . 745 547117 m 2 o 

I,690;i41,7^ mg 

Unspecified............. 73,156,644 208.82 


Missouri, total 3,062,967,700 88.08 

Owners 2,089,419,403 84.^ 

Owning entire farm 1,636,172,584 

Hiring additional land 453 , 246, 819 94. 14 

gers 74,678,836 112.39 


Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash. . 

Cash 

Unspecified. 


898,869,461 95.39 

519 200,734 88.90 

115,507,100 111.80 

212,798,677 110.63 

51,362,950 81.96 


North Dakota, total 1,488,521,495 

Owners 

Owmng entire farm o75, 067, t 

TTir ing additional land 465, 7S7, 695 

Managers - 

Tenants ...... 412, 657 , 542 

.. 19 337,383 

cash!]^.7.;:::::r.:r.:..”.- i7;25o;878 

Unspecified 16,461,2^ 


South Dakota, total 2,472,893,681 

Owning entire form 746, 989,602 

Hiring additional land 753, 929, 818 

Managers 900,410 



Unspecified - 15,633,302 
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Table 58.. — Value of Land and Buildings, with Average per Acre, and 
Average Value op All Classes of Property per Farm, by Tenure (De- 
tailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


pmSIOK OB STATE 
AND TXNUBIi. 


VALUE OP LAND AND 
BUILDINGS. 


Amocmt. 


Aver- 

age 

per 

acre. 


AVEBAGE VALUE FEB PABM. 


AU 

farm 

prop- 

erty. 


Land and buildings. 


Total. 


Land 

alone. 


Build- 

ings. 


Im- 

ple- 

ments! 

and 

ma- 

cbin- 

ery. 


Live 

stodr. 


West North Central— C on. 

Nsbbasdsa, total 

Owners 

evening entire farm 

Blring additional land 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash... 
G^eksh. ........ 

Unspe^ed.. 


Kansas, total. 


Ovners 

Owning entire farm. . . . . 
Hiring additional land. , 

Managers 


Tenants 

Shure. 

Share<»sh.., 

Cash 

Unspecified.. 


South Atlantic. 

Delawabe, total. . . . , 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. , 


Managers. 

Tenants. 


Share, including croppers. . 
Share tenants proper. . . 

, Croppers 

Share-caSi., 


incl. at^d. renters.. 
Cash tenants proper. . 

Standing rent^ 

Unspecified 


Mabtland, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share, Including ertyppeors. . 

Share tenants proper . . 

Croppers 

Share-cash 

Cash. incl. stand. Ve’ntOTS.” 

Cash tenants proper. , . 

Standing renters 

Unspodfiod 


$3,712,107,760 


$87.91 


$33,771 


$29,836 


6,767 


$3,069 


$1,231 


$2,704 


2,060,996,545 

1,389,608,156 

671,388,389 

65,693,263 

1,585,417,952 
728, aw, 932 
464,764,793 
371,979,217 
20,623,010 

2,830,063,918 


78.00 

88.06 

63.09 

44.37 

110.69 

103.29 

134.00 

107.46 

59.85 


62.30 


33,856 
31,470 1 
40,170 

59,623 

33,023 

31,745 

34,617 

34,035 

28,899 

19,982 


29,581 

27,482 

35,138 

49,967 

29,673 

28,611 

31,460 

30,225 

25,335 

17,122 


26,111 

23,973 

31,768 

45,627 

27,158 

26,101 

28,936 

27,491 

23,000 


14,978 


3,471 

3,509 

3,370 

4,330 

2,516 

2,410 

2,525 

2,734 

2,335 

2,144 


1,314 

1,247 

l,49l' 

1,276 

1,120 

1,089 

1,172 

1,137 

915 


1,661,732,191 

979,205,684 

672,526,607 

55,389,771 

1,122,941,956 

701,803,773 

243,388,539 

162,816,159 

14,983,485 


64,755,631 


60.33 

66.94 

52.76 

46.37 

66.73 

64.43 

76.62 

66.50 

48.09 


68.56 


20,044 

17,629 

25,084 

44,025 

19,354 

19,585 

21.310 
16,440 

18.310 


7,903 


17,012 

14,918 

21,384 

37,050 

16,836 

17,063 

18,737 

14,001 

15,670 


6,386 


14,616 
12,539 
18, 951 1 

33,207 

15,096 

16,334 

16,929 

12,306 

13,906 


4,153 


2,379 

2,433 

3,843 

1,740 

1,730 

1,808 

1,696 

1,764 


2,233 


884 

1,207 

1,217 

854 

860 

964 

720 

704 


669 


30,649,497 

29,349,867 

1,299,630 

3,230,767 

30,875,367 

26,374,855 

25,010,185 

1,364,670 

82,500 

3,516,610 

3,612,110 

4,500 

901,402 

386,596,850 


67.89 

68.06 

64.31 

15a 37 1 

65.48 

62.84 

62.75 

64.65 

44.28 

101.99 

102.01 

84.91 

58.17 


8L25 


6,410 

6,492 

4,945 

26,090 

9,498 

9,779 

9,894 

8,062 

9,270 

8,771 

8,794 

3,088 

6,244 


9,678 


5,100 

5,160 

4,036 

22,436 

7,746 

7,959 

8,062 

6,661 

7,500 

L266 

^287 

2,250 


8,070 


2,998 

3,017 

2,656 

15,922 

5,471 

5,717 

6,793 

4,583 

4,227 

4,622 

4^637 

1,000 

3,253 


5,425 


2,102 
2,143 
1 ,,— ' 

6,514 

2,275 

2,241 

2.250 
1,978 
3,273 
2,644 
2,650 

1.250 
1,840 


2,646 


634 

425 


702 

726 

737 

559 


160 

477 


605 


220,743,136 

205,979,953 

14,763,183 

34,526,139 

131,327,576 

111,836,732 

100,960,179 

10,876,553 

284,730 

15,916,703 

15,789,303 

127,400 

3,289,410 


80.24 

79.72 

88.29 

133.09 

75.14 

73.18 

73.08 

74.08 
100.05 

93.66 
94. 13 
57.28 
70.68 


8,166 

8,122 

8,858 

31,379 

11,283 

12,125 

12,634 

8,793 

9,115 

8,010 

8,003 

8,866 

7,910 


6,729 

6,679 

7,521 

27,358 

9,488 

10,157 

10,570 

7,455 

7,493 

6,902 

6,901 

7,078 

6,768 


4,319 

4,251 

5,382 

17,428 

6,952 

7,459 

7,792 

5,285 

5,444 

4,978 

4,986 

4,133 

4,944 


2,410 

2,427 

2,139 

9,930 

2,536 

2,697 

2,778 

2,170 

2,049 

1,924 

1,916 

2,944 

1,825 


674 

578 

510 

1,441 

601 

646 

677 

447 

272 

432 


2,960 

2,741 

3,641 

8,390 

2,230 

2,145 

1,985 

2,674 

2,649 


1,924 


2,043 

1,828 

2,493 

5,758 

1,665 

1,661 

1,609 

1,718 

1,937 


848 


687 

699 

484 

1,969 

1,050 

1,094 

1,104 

942 

1,147 

883 

S84 

678 

674 


1,003 


862 

865 


2,580 

1,194 

1,322 

1,387 

891 

1,350 

675 

670 

1,425 

750 
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Table 58. — Valtte op Land and Buildings, with Average per Acre, and 
Average Value op All Classes op Property per Farm, by Tenure (De- 
tailed Classification), by Divisions and States; W2CJh — Continued. 


DIVISION' OR STATE 
AND TENURE. 


South Atlantic—Coq. 

DisT. Columbia, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share, includmg croppers 

Share tenants proper 

Croppers 

Share-ca^ 

Cash, incl. stand, renters 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


ViEGINIA, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share, including croppers... . 

Share tenants proper 

Croppers 

Share-cash - 

Casl^ incl. stand, renters 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


West Virginia, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm. — 
•mring additional land.. 


Managers 

Tenants 

Share, including croppers. . . 
Snare tenants proper . . . 

Croppers 

Share-cash 

Castnlncl. stand, renters- 
Cash tenants proper. . 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


North Carolina, total. . 

Owners 

Owning entire farm. 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share, including croppers. . . 
Snare tenants proper. - . 

Croppers 

Share-cash - 

Cash, incl. stand, renters.... 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


VALUE OF LAND AND 11 

BUILDINGS. 

AVERAGE VALUE PER FARM. 


Aver- 

AU . 

I*and and buildings. 

Im- 

ple- 

nents 

and 

ma- 

chin- 

ery. 


Amount. 

age 

per 

acre. 

farm 

prop- 

erty. 

Total. 

Land 

alone. 

Build- 

ings. 

Live 

itock. 

$5,577,369 

8984.01 

$29,059 

$27,340 

$20,373 

$6,9671 

$511 

$1,208 

1,712,819 

1,493,169 

219,650 

2,347,850 

1,516,700 

143,800 

143,800 

990.64 

945.64 
1,464.33 

1,203.41 

762.93 
764 89 
764 89 

18,007 

17,165 

26,618 

133,888 

18,640 

25,240 

25,249 

17,128 

16,408 

24,406 

123,571 

17,844 

23,967 

23,967 

11,815 

11,441 

15,594 

88,117 

15,300 

20,633 

20,633 

6,314 

4,968 

8,811 

35,454 

2,544 

3,333 

3,333 

417 

344 

1,157 

1,917 

308 

617 

617 

m 

413 

956 

8,350 

489 

665 

665 

46,666 

1,236,100 

1,236,100 

807.02 

727.97 

727.97 

23,454 

18,217 

18,217 

a, 000 
17,410 
17,410 

22,275 

14,924 

14,924 

725 

2,486 

2,486 

85 

310 

310 

369 

497 

4sn 

90,866 

2,017.78 

15,432 

15,133 

12,083 

3,050 

47 

252 

1,024,435,025 

55.19 

6,425 

6,601 

4,061 

1,439 

269 

655 

746,599,004 

679,657,478 

67,041,526 

62,720,066 

215,115,955 

166,144,847 

120,656,642 

45,488,206 

1,861,975 

37,844,554 

37,631,784 

212,770 

9,274,579 

54 26 
6415 
55.35 

76.14 

54.10 
54 39 
64 97 
62.93 
61.51 
53.45 
53.54 
41.73 
50.44 

6,442 

6,582 

6,298 

33,274 

5,176 

5,054 

6,777 

3,787 

6,295 

5,690 

6,682 

7.313 

5.314 

6,476 

6,695 

29,391 

4,506 

4,400 

5,018 

3,317 

5^95 

4,969 

4,967 

5,456 

4,567 

3,958 

4,028 

3,389 

22,151 

3,548 
3 469 
3,962 
2,604 
4,426 
3,931 
3,929 
4,183 
3,436 

1,517 

1,568 

1)108 

7,240 

958 

931 

1,056 

713 

1,069 

1,038 

1,037 

1)272 

1,130 

287 

295 

215 

1,105 

182 

177 

208 

123 

134 

205 

205 

199 

208 

680 

602 

586 

2,779 

487 

477 

551 

347 

666 

516 

510 

1,659 

540 

410,783,406 

1 42.93 

6,687 

A, 706 

3,521 

1,185 

211 

771 

321,094,95£ 

291,889,946 

29,205,015 

23,051,73? 
66,636,71( 
34,643,481 
27,054,74: 
7 ; 688, 741 
989,911 
26,429,61: 
26,388,86: 

40,75 

4,673,69 

J 41. 10 
\ 41.08 

1 41.24 

J 6474 

) 47. 6S 

J 48.7£ 

1 48.02 

8 61. 4t 

0 44.55 

2 47.4? 

2 47. 5( 
0 37. 3i 

9 41. 

5,462 
5 398 
6,057 
23,609 

5,508 
i 5 862 

1 5,973 

) 5,459 

r 6;480 

i 6^395 

) 5 ; 395 

} 6,971 

5 4,155 

4,453 

4,408 

4,966 

21,148 
4,727 
4)978 
6,075 
4 661 
4,669 
; 4,697 

: 4 699 

r 3,70£ 

5 3,51£ 

3,2W 
3,201 
3,84£ 
17,723 
3,78? 
3,86’; 
3,93] 
3,65( 
3,701 
3,94' 
1 3,941 

>! 3,31 

$ 2,68 

1,200 
. 1)207 

> l)l2] 

^ 3,421 

$ 93C 

r 1,113 
L 1,14< 
5 l)00( 

5 963 

? 7a 

8 76: 

4 39: 

i " 

214 

213 

229 

680 
157 
L 196 
i 208 
i 156 
i 129 

} lie 
i lie 
1 10( 

D 12 ; 

784 

777 

862 

1,781 

624 

679 

690 

641 

\ 681 

1 582 

i 577 

) 3,173 

1 507 

. 1,076,392,96 

0 53. 7< 

B 4,63^ 

1 3,99( 

) 3,18 

0 81 

0 201 

1 442 

639,114,21 
578,598,27 
60,616,94 
23,525,0€ 
413, 753, 6f 
844;265,0« 
225,024,35 
119, 240, 7( 
1,948,9] 
61,594,7^ 
36,602,6? 
24^992,2] 
6^944,9] 

9 47.5 

'9 47. 2 

10 50.5 

!6 60.8 
>5 66.8 
i2 69.6 
re 64 S 
)6 80.8 
L5 74 3 
18 57. 1 

S7 59. C 
LI 64 4 
LOi 4LC 

5 4,98- 

5 5,17i 

8 3,69 

8 28,40 

0 3,99 

3 3,93 

5 4,36 

9 3,30 

5 4,88 

.1 4,46 

9 4,47 

3 4,44 

16 ajoa 

i 4 , 22 s 

5 4,38S 

1 3,09j 

5 25,35( 

6 3,62 

9 3,48 

9 3,82 

7 2,98 

5 4 16 

1 3 87 

5 3 88 

2 3,85 

i| 2,5« 

2 3,27 

3 3,39 

) 2,41 

0 19,79 

3 2,95 

6 2,9( 

6 3,1? 

6 2,4? 

4 3,4] 

0 3)2! 

4 3,2! 

0 3 , 2 ; 

» 2,01 

0 95 

6 99 

.3 68 

IS 5,55 

0 59 

B 6? 

J5 ^ 

39 4{ 

7? 

27^ 5^ 

S3 6! 

la 8! 

^ 4! 

2 25! 

2 26 

6 16 

12 1,02 

K) 13 

$3 12 

U 14 

Y7 9 

)0 li 

13 i; 

51 17 

52 If 

^ 1C 

3 509 

5 522 

9 423 

0 2,036 

1 342 

6 328 

3 400 

19 223 

;i 540 

18 424 

7 414 

>3 438 

» 364 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 58. — Value of Land and Buildings, with Average per Acre, and 
•Average Value op All Classes op Property per Farm, by Tenure (De- 
tailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


D1V1BXON OR STATE 
AND TENURE. 


South Atlantic— C on. 
South Carouna, total... 


Owners 

Owning entire farm — 
TTtHng additional land. 

Managers 


T^mnts 

Share, indudlng croppers.. 
Share tenants proper . . 


Cash, inci. stand, renters.. 
Cash tenants proper . . 

Standing renters 

TJnspecided 


Geobou, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers... 

Tenants 

Share, including croppers.. . 

Share tenants proper.. . . 

Croppers 

SbarcHsa^ 

Cas!^ incl. stand, renters. ... 

Cash tenmits proper . . . . 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


Florida, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share, including croppers.. . 
Snare tenants proper... . 

Croppers 

Share-cash 

Oas^ ind. stand, renters.... 
CJash tenants proper — 

Standing renters 

Unspedtied 

East South Central. 

Kentucky, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share , including croppers.., 
Share t enants proper. . . 

Croppers 

Share-cash. 

Casl^mcl. stand. renters... 
Gash tenants proper. . . 

Standing renters 

Unapedfied 


VALUE OF LAND AND [I 
BUDLDINQS. || 

AVERAGE VALUE PER FARM. 

Amount. 

Aver- 

age 

per 

acre. 

All 

X/eind and buildings. 

Im- 

pl©. 

meats 

and 

ma- 

chin- 

ery. 

Live 

stock. 

farm 

prop- 

erty. 

Total- 

Land 

alone. 

Build- 

ings. 

$813,484,200 

$65.46 

$4,946 

$4,222 

$3,358 

$863 

$249 

$475 

400,630,588 

60.54 

7,115 

6,004 

4,677 

1,427 

435 

676 

375,233,984 

60.51 

7,389 

6,245 

4,745 

1,600 

455 

690 

31,390,584 

60.89 

4,963 

4,112 

3,258 

854 

282 

568 

19,742,432 

46.61 

30,696 

26,761 

21,593 

6,168 

1,337 

2,608 

387,111,200 

73.26 

3,610 

3,116 

2,586 

530 

142 

353 

267,425,874 

84.90 

3,659 

3,131 

2,623 

508 

122 

306 

145,802,169 

88.50 

4,380 

3,796 

3,185 

609 

167 

418 

111,623,706 

80.61 

2,840 

2,549 

2,129 

420 

82 

208 

l' 826, 090 

79.01 

4,259 

3,505! 

2,903 

602 

198 

560 

123,046,827 

67.30 

3 692 

3,071 

2,502 

568 

180 

442 

42,569,288 

61.66 

3,285 

2,700 

2,161 

539 

177 

409 

80,477, 541 

55.24 

3,967 

3,311 

2,724 

587 

182 

463 

4,812,409 

58.43 

4,009 

3,376 

2,676 

699 

190 

445 

1,138,298,627 

44.74 

4,366 

3,663 

2,888 

776 

204 

499 

506,548,019 

39.57 

6,029 

4,960 

8,729 

1,231 

359 

710 

478,030,249 

39.27 

6,080 

6) 002 

3,765 

1,247 

365 

713 

33,617,770 

44,38 

5,382 

4,441 

3,415 

1,026 

278 

663 

47,833,256 

51.66 

33,104; 

28,902 

23,538 

6,365 

1,367 

2,845 

683,917,352 

49.85 

3,316 

2,821 

2,308 

514 

118 

376 

369,946,226 

62.47 

3,022 

2,596 

2,123 

473 

96 

330 

140,041,089 

51.21 

3,669 

3,110 

2,523 

587 

134 

425 

229,905,137 

53.27 

2,723 

2,358 

1,938 

420 

79 

287 

1,417,706 

48.06 

6,341 

3,994 

3,245 

748 

189 

1,159 

204,405,128 

45.99 

3,945 

3,306 

2,706 

600 

166 

473 

61,705,660 

42.28 

4,058 

3,395 

2,745 

649 

158 

505 

142,699,478 

47.81 

3,898 

3,270 

2,690 

680 

170 

459 

8,148,293 

42.88 

4,317 

3,626 

2,942 

684 

186 

504 

281,449,404 

46.55 

6,116 

5,212 

4,230 

982 

251 

654 

198,546,585 

48.90 

6,162 

6,159 

4,065 

1,094 

279 

724 

185,828,849 

49.36 

6,201 

5,197 

4,092 

1,105 

278 

726 

12,717,736 

43.06 

5,650 

4,659 

3,708 

950 

288 

703 

65,199,070 

45.91 

32,274 

30,180 

27,140 

3,039 

827 

1,266 

27,703,749 

35.34 

2,492 

2,024 

1,632 

392 

95 

373 

14,241,764 

35.87 

2,496 

2,047 

1,642 

405 

94 

356 

5,839,420 

38.21 

2,681 

2,189 

1,728 

461 

104 

388 

8,402,34^ 

! 34.41 

2,381 

1,968 

1,688 

370 

8S 

i 335 

129, 10£ 

i 73.23 

6,785 

3,912 

3,018 

895 

404 

r 2,470 

11,532,458 

1 34.02 

2,394 

1,924 

1,666 

359 

90 

1 380 

10,716,645 

: 35.03 

2,532 

2,065 

1,687 

378 

93 

I 874 

816,815 

' 24.66 

1,504 

1,012 

777 

235 

7fi 

i 417 

1,800,42] 

: 89.07 

3,093 

2,665 

2,047 

517 

132 

! 396 

.. 1,305, 168, 93( 

] 60.3S 

► 5,587 

4,823 

3,883 

940 

1 17£ 

> 585 

.. 940,991,761 

S 56. 0<^ 

t 6,12^ 

6 247 

4 173 

1 074 

207 

T 669 

842,423,01] 

L 54.83 

^ 6 178 

i 5* 291 

4*193 

1*09S 

! 20£ 

] 677 

98,568,7& 

1 68. 4£ 

) 5)699 

1 4)899 

! 28 697 

4)01f 
23 436 

*884 
i 5 261 

t 192 

1 608 

., 27,807,37( 

5 103. Of 

> 32,682 

[ 4 229 

76f 

i 3, 219 

.. 336,359,79i 

5 73 93 

1 3 <724 

nof 

1 628 

5 Ilf 

i 390 

244,976,53i 

5 73! 93 

r 3)78fi 

1 3)326 

Of voXi 

2,753 

57f 

i 104 

1 359 

177,223,87' 

7 72.93 

L 4,59'J 

^ 4,009 

‘ 3,32C 

; 683 

1 13 : 

1 456 

67,752,65! 

B 76. 8S 

] 2 67f 

5 2 301 

1,888 


i 6' 

j 213 

.. 19,385,5L 

1 log! g$ 

) 9* 

1 8*728 

1 1 AAf 


7 624 

55,969,11 

5 64. 3( 

1 6)375 

] 5)637 

f / • .aCK 

4,80i 

> Xf ‘Wk 

r 83C 

1 Aoi 

) 171 

3 561 

54,615,651 

3 G4.6i 

3 6,411 

r 6,678 

; 4,84£ 

\ SZl 

i 17 : 

7 562 

1,353,46! 

5 53.6: 

2 6,001 

r 4,352 

S 3,68( 

i 66< 

A 121 534 

.. 16,028,63: 

1 62.81 

3 4,06^ 

L 3,542 

! 2 89^ 

1 64i 

11' 

n 406 
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Table 58.— Value of Lake and Buildings, with Average per Acre, and 
Average V alue of All Classes of Property per Farm, by Tenure (De- 
tailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


VALUE OF LAND AND 
BUILDINGS. 


AVEBAOE VALUE PEE FARM. 


DIVISION OB STATE 
AND TBNUBE. 























192 


FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Ta.blb 58. — Value of Land and Buildings, with Average per Acre, and 
Average Value op All Classes op Property per Farm, by Tenure (De- 
tailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 


VALUE or LAND AND 
BUILDINGS. I 


DIVISION OR STATE 
AND TENURE. 



AVERAGE VALUE PER FARM. 


Land and buildings. 

Im- 

ple- 


rotal. 

Land 

alone. 

Build- 

ings. 

ments 

and 

ma- 

chin- 

Live 

stock. 


West South Central— C on. 

LOUISIANA, total S474, 038, 793 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share, including croppers... 

Snare tenants proper . . . 

Croppers 

Share-ca»t 

CaslL incl. stand, renters. . . 

Cash tenants proper . . . . 

Standing renters 

Unspedfled 


261,827,217 

227,428,740 

34,398,477 

43,911,266 

168,300,310 

128,968,882 

79,076,646 

49,893,336 

2,971,760 

34,299,645 

30,012,269 

4,287,376 

2,060,023 


961 350 

954 329 

1, 029 554 

7,866 5,681 

374 103 

347 92 

404 135 

290 49 

460 159 

468 148 

509 160 

298 96 


Oklahoma, total 1, 363, 885, 294 

Owners 748,036,636 ' 

Owning entire farm 500, 674, 3^ 

Hiring additional land 247, 361, 277 


Managers 

Yenants. - 

Share, including croppers... 
Share tenants proper. . . 

Croppers 

Share-CAsh 

Cas^ Inci. stand, renters.... 
Cash tenants proper — 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


26,634,240 
589, 196,418 
439,971,384 
398,664,539 
41,306,845 
47,310,444 
9L 372, 972 
97, 188 072 
184,900 
4,540,618 


Texas, total 3,700,173,319 32.45 10,200 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share, including croppers.. . 
Share tenants proper. . . 

Croppers 

Shaiwjash 

Cash, incl . stand . renters — 

Cash tenants proper 

Standing renters 

Unspecified 


,951,939,962 
,536,836,279 
416,103,673 
206,524,730 
,541,708,637 
,328,583,453 
994,911,790 
333,671,663 
42,836,317 
142, 302 ; 557 
140,312,091 
1.990,466 
27,986,310 


354 1,360 

474 1,774 

458 1,564 

562 2,983 


Montana, total. 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

ShareKsash 

Cash 

Unspecified 


776,767,529 

627,015,111' 

391,764,864 
235,250,247 
50,462,230 
99,290, 188 
70,054,777 
3,674,535 
22,113,859 
3,447,017 


,400 928 

,267 795 

,829 1,361 
i,185 2,321 

,512 963 

, 497 946 

1,002 2,861 
,503 831 

,524 969 
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Table 58. — Value op Land and Buildings, with Averagfj per Acre, and 
Average Value op All Classes op PaoPERTr per Farm, by Tenure (De- 
tailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920 — Continued. 



Owners. 

Owning entire farm. 
Hiring additicnal land. 

Managers. 

Tenants 
Share. 

Share^ash. 

Cash 

Unspecified. 


Tenants 
Share. 
Share-cash. 
Cash. 
Unspecified. 


Owners. 

Owing entire farm 
Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants. 

Sh»:e. 

ShaTe<eash 
Cash. ..... 

Unspec^ed 


U,7m 

3,188 

1,528 

X,5«* 

4 , 24 » 

21,151 


50687*— 24- 
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Table 58. — Value of Land and Buildings, with Average per Acre, and 
Average Value op All Classes op Property per Farm, by Tenure (De- 
tailed Classification), by Divisions and States: 1920— Continued. 


DIVISION on STATE 
AND TENURE. 


Mountain — (’ ootinued. 


Utah, total, 


Owners 

Owning entire farm 

Hiring additional land. 

Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share^iaali. . 

Cash 

U nspecified 


Nevada, total 

Owners 

Owning entire farm. . . 

Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Shar<M3ash 

Cash.. 

Unspecified 

Pacific. 

Washington, total- 

Owners 

Owning entire farm - - . 
Hiring additional land. 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

Cash 

Unspecified 


Oregon, total 

OwT^ng entire’farmV *.* 
Hiring additional land . . . 

Managers 

Tenants 

Share 

Share-cash 

CXish 

Unspecified 


Caufornia, total. 


Owning en^tlre’farin*.V.\ 
Hiring additional land . 
Managers 


Tenants 

Share 

Share-casii. . 

Cash 

Unspecified. 


VALUE OF LAND AND 
BUILDINGS. 


AVERAGE VALUE 

PER FARAf. 



Aver- 

All 

Land and buildings. 

Im- 

ple- 


Amount. 

age 

per 

acre. 

farm 

prop- 

erty. 

Total. 

Land 

alone. 

Btiild- 

ings. 

ments 

and 

ma- 

chin- 

Live 

stock. 







ery. 


*243,751,758 



$9,499 

$8,222 

$1,276 

$527 

$2, 105 

200,623,839 

160,1^1,457 

39,992,382 

50.80 

52.43 

45.21 

11,741 

11,305 

14,163 

9,161 

8,709 

11,609 

7,866 

7,427 

10,236 

1,296 

1,282 

1,373 

633 

617 

624 

2,057 

2,079 

1,931 

9,737,800 

15.81 

40,845 

32,898 

30,364 

2,534 

1,183 

12,765 

27,390,119 

13,094,111 

573,150 

12,244,590 

1,478,268 

73.60 

62.31 

142.29 

96.57 

47.38 

11,693 
11,346 
12,122 
12, 127 
9,873 

9,828 

9,565 

10,235 

10,412 

7,948 

8,840 

8,618 

9,273 

9,447 

7,248 

987 

1,047 

962 

906 

700 

405 

438 

367 

379 

344 

1,360 

1,343 

1,520 

1,337 

1,581 

66,255,214 

28.11 

31,546 


18,768 

2,179 

1,148 

9,451 

43,879,220 

30,753,047 

7,126,173 

30.91 

36.00 

17.88 

24,606 

22,123 

64,133 

16,258 

14,742 

34,593 

14,364 

12,940 

31,588 

1,894 

1,802 

3,006 

1,037 

973 

1,805 

7,271 

6,407 

17,735 

16,804,949 

21.10 

153,073 

100,029 

93,472 

6,558 

2,943 

50,100 

5,571,045 

2,082,390 

91.000 
3,367,655 

30.000 

39.47 

33.46 

134.02 

43.26 

83.33 

26,216 

26,162 

36,437 

26,334 

11,594 

18,821 

17,069 

30,333 

20,046 

10,000 

16,624 

14,666 

26,200 

17,824 

9,633 

2,297 

2,403 

4,133 

2,221 

367 

1, 141 
1,068 
617 
1,206 
1,033 

6,254 
8, 025 
5,487 
6,083 
500 

920,392,341 

69.49 

15,952 

13,885 

12,033 

1,852 

826 

1,242 

018,999,617 

417,151,195 

201,848,422 

66.85 

79.73 

50.11 

13,695 
10,858 
29, 187 

11,746 

9,305 

25,651 

9,947 

7,619 

23,213 

1,798 

1,686 

2,438 

752 

617 

1,625 

1,097 

936 

2,011 

46,722,744 

84.49 

44,207 

39,140 

34,445 

4,701 

1,722 

3,399 

265,609,980 

175,976,900 

7,657,285 

65,051,925 

6,383,870 

74.24 

69.91 

66.21 

90.66 

75.06 

23,293 

33,432 

31,950 

13,366 

15,358 

20,587 

30,076 

28,466 

11,261 

13,612 

18,777 

27,867 

26,241 

9,846 

12,112 

1,810 

2,209 

2,225 

1,416 

1,500 

1,052 

1,497 

1,466 

622 

597 

1,654 

1,869 

2,020 

1,472 

1,149 

075,213,284 

49.86 

16,304 

13,449 

11,677 

1,772 

828 

2,027 

478,525,734 

340,993,950 

137,531,784 

47.77 

50.04 

42.94 

14,738 

12,679 

25,184 

12,004 

10,240 

20,956 

10,264 

8,596 

18,723 

1,741 

1,644 

2,233 

i 785 
687 
1,284 

1,948 

1,762 

2,944 

36,444,760 

43.49 

48, 184 

39,787 

35, 181 

4,606 

1,641 

6,756 

160,242,790 

90,205,582 

5,824,415 

50,491,492 

7,721,301 

69.63 
64.60 
78.86 
62.62 

24.64 

19,830 

24,835 

23,863 

15,270 

16,383 

16,998 

21,601 

20,951 

12,892 

13,065 

15,369 

19,710 

18,988 

11,485 

11,790 

1,629 

1,891 

1,963 

1,407 

1,273 

931 

1,228 

1,108 

643 

883 

1,902 

2,006 

1,804 

1,736 

2,436 

3,073,811,109 

104.67 

29,158 

26,122 

23,651 

t 

2,471 

1,156 

1,879 

1,900,924,411 
1,439,952,601 
4tX), 97 1,810 

110.54 

139.75 

66.88 

24,288 
21, 181 
44,441 

21,705 

18,976 

39,406 

19,263 
16, 615 
36,438 

2,442 

2,301 

1 2,968 

1,073 

955 

1,841 

1,509 
1,250 
3, 195 

442,032,436 

80.58 

98,349 

89,318 

83,261 

6,066 

2,528 

6,504 

730,854,262 

354,190,548 

32,104,334 

330,508,989 

13,990,391 

109.34 

130.31 

116.55 

90.34 

92.55 

32,504 

39,967 

47,729 

26,749 

29,894 

29,070 

30,730 

43,267 

23,230 

26,598 

27,204 

34,644 

41,040 

21,531 

24,227 

1,866 

2,086 

2,227 

1,679 

2,370 

1,176 

1,545 

2,123 

882 

1,040 

2,257 

1,692 

2,339 

2,637 

2,250 
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Table 69 .— Percentage op Total Value op Farm Propehtt Rephesentei* by 
Each Class, bt Tbnubb, by Divisions and States for the North and West: 
1920 . 

I Figures for the South in Table CO.] 


OWNERS . 


TotaL 

Full 

own - 

ers. 

Part 

own - 

ers. 

Man- 

agers. 

T 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

mo 

83.7 

83.4 

S . 5.0 

85.1 

67.2 

65.3 

73.6 

70.5 

16.5 

18.1 

11.4 

14.6 

5.1 

6.3 

4.5 

3.3 

11.1 

11.3 

in. 5 

11.6 

mo 

100.0 

100.0 

mo 

77.2 

77.2 

70,7 

86.2 

40.5 

40.3 

42.4 

4««.0 

36.7 

36.9 

34.4 

3 S .2 

8.4 

8.4 

8.4 

5.1 

14.4 

14.4 

14.9 

8.7 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

74.6 

74.6 

76.0 

S 4.9 

39.1 

38.7 

43.7 

49.6 

35.5 

36.9 

31.4 

36.3 

9.9 

9.9 

9.6 

5.6 

15.5 

16.5 

15.4 

9.6 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

85.0 

84.4 

87.3 

8 a 3 

65.4 

63.5 

72.7 

70.4 

19.6 

20.9 

14.6 

17.9 

5,2 

5.4 

4.4 

3.4 

9.8 

10.2 

8.4 

8.3 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

86.4 

86.3 

86.5 

86.2 

1 73.9 

72.8 

76.5 

71.9 

S 12.5 

13.6 

10.0 

11.4 

! 4.5 

4.5 

4.4 

2,8 

t 9.1 

9.1 

9.1 

11.0 

) 100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

> 76.8 

76.2 

78.1 

72.1 

1 67.4 

65.9 

70.7 

65.7 

) 9.4 

10.2 

7.4 

6.4 

r 5.0 

6.2 

4.4 

2.6 

) 18.2 

18.6 

17.4 

25.3 

) 100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

) 87.4 

87.4 

87.6 

90.0 

5 76.4 

75.1 

80.0 

83.2 

} 11.0 

12.3 

7.6 

6.8 

i 4.8 

4.9 

4.6 

2.8 

5 7.8 

7.8 

7.9 

7.3 

1 

) 100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

4 75.1 

76.1 

74-1 

82.4 

3 42.0 

42.0 

42.1 

43.8 

2 33.1 

33.1 

32,0 

38.6 

3 10.0 

10.1 

9.9 

6.8 

7 14.9 

14.9 

16.0 

10.8 

0 100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

8 75.1 

75.3 

72.6 

83.4 

0 39.7 

39.5 

43.4 

42.2 

9 35.4 

35.8 

29.2 

41. 1 

0 8.3 

8.3 

. 9.0 

5* 7 . 

1 10.5 

1 C . 4 

18.4 

n.o 


niTlSION OB STATE Am> 
CLASS OF PBOPEBTY. 


All 

farm 

opera- 

tors. 


1 


UNITED STATES.* 


Total 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery. 
Live stock 


Geographic Divisions. 


New England, total 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . 
Live stock 


Middle Atlantic, total 

Liand and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . 
Live stock 


West North Central, total. . . 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . 
Live stock 


Mountain, total 

Land and buildings. 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . 
Livestock 


Pacific, total 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . 
Livestock 


New England, 


Maine, total 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery. 
Live stock 


New Hampshire, total 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery. 
Livestock 


100.0 

78.2 

41.6 

36.6 
7.9 

13.9 

100,0 

76.0 

42.1 

33.9 
9.1 

14.9 


East North Central, total 100.0 

Land and buildings 1 86. 6 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery — 
Livestock 


100.0 

85.1 

70.4 

14-7 

4.6 

10.3 


TENANTS, 


Shares 


87.5 
75.9 

11.6 
3.8 
H.6 


77.1 

44.3 

32.8 

6.6 

16.3 

mo 

77.0 

47.8 

29.2 

8.1 

14.8 


mu 

87.2 

12.3 
3.9 
8.8 


100.0 

91.0 

83. 0 
H .0 
: i .3 
5.7 




mo 

74.4 

12.0 

4.0 

9.7 


100.0 

75.1 

42.3 
32 . H 

0.9 

1 H.0 

100.0 

74.6 

43.3 

31.4 

X .9 

10.4 


P«0.()l 

71.4 

39.7 

31.7 
7 .H 

20.8 

mo 

76.1 
43.6 

32.5 

8,8 

15.1 


U^O 

78.4 

32. 5 
6.4 
ir>.2 

81.0 

25.3 

6.8 

12.2 


100.0 

100.0 

mo 

mo 

88.9 1 

88.2 

92. 5 

87.5 

76.6 i 

74,8 

84.9 

7 X 3 

12.4 

13.5 

7.6 

14,2 

3.7 

3.8 

2.8 

4.1 

7.4 j 

7.9 

4.7 

a 4 

100.0 1 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

89.1 

88.7 

90.7 

88.7 

80 . U 

79.4 

82.7 

79.1 

9.1 

9.3 

8.0 

9.6 

3,7 ! 

3.8 

: i .4 

3.6 

7.2 j 

7.5 

5.9 

7.6 

mo 

mo 

mo 

mo 

83.1 1 

84.9 

81.3 

79.6 

75.3 1 

77.2 

76.4 

71.9 

7.7 

7.7 

ao 

7.7 

4.2 1 

4.4 

5.5 

3.8 

12.7 1 

10.7 

ia 2 

16.6 

U » 0. 0 

mo 

100. 0 

mo 

88.7 t 

90.6 

9<}.0 

i 86.2 

82.1 1 

84.6 

H 4.5 

i 78.9 

6.6 ) 

6,0 

5.5 

7.3 

4.0 

4.2 

4.6 


7.4 \ 

5.2 

S ..5 

' 10. 2 

i 

100.0 

100.0 

mo 

loao 

77.8 

78.6 

67.0 

> 77.8 

47.9 

47.2 

37.2 

1 48.4 

29.9 

31.4 

29.7 

29.3 

8.0 

8.9 

10.6 

! 7,8 

14.2 

12.6 

22.4 

j 14.5 

ltX >. 0 

mo 

i 100.0 

j mo 

73.9 

6^.6 

46.7 

! 75.0 

39.6 

33.6 

1 22.9 

1 41.4 

34.3 

31. 0 

, 23.8 

! 

7.0 

7.0 

7.8 

7.1 

19.0 

28. 3 

, 4 , 5.5 

17.9 


1 Includes tenants with form oi tenancy ^ut spoiled. 

* United States totals for share tenants include croppers reported 
likewise include standing renters. 


in the South, and tmh tenants 
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Table 59. — ^Percentage of Total Valxte op Farm Property Represented by 
Each Glass, by Tenure, by Divisions and States for the North and West: 

1920 — Continued. , . „ 

[Figures for the South m Table 60.] 


DinStON OB STATE ANI> 
CLASS OF PB03»BBTY. 


New England — Con. 


Buildings. 


Implements and machinery. 


Implements and macbtoery . 


Middle Atiantic. 


Implements and machinery . 


East Noeth Centeal. 


Land and buildings. 


All 

OWNERS. 


farm 

opera- 

tors. 

TotaL 

Full 

own- 

ers. 

Part 

own- 

ers. 

Man- 

agers. 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

71.4 

70.7 

70.7 

69.4 

80.6 

37.2 

36.6 

36.6 

37.0 

40.3 

34.2 

34.0 

34.2 

32.4 

40.2 

9.6 

10.1 

10.1 

9.9 

6.2 

19.0 

19.2 

19.1 

20.8 

13.2 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

S2.4 

81.3 

81.5 

78.5 

87.1 

42.6 

40.4 

40.2 

43.0 

49.0 

39.9 

40.9 

41.4 

35.6 

38.1 

6.4 

7.1 

7.0 

8.1 

4.6 

11.2 

11.7 

11.6 

13.3 

8.4 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

78.4 

77.8 

77.8 

77.3 

83.2 

43.1 

41.1 

40.6 

44.5 

46.6 

35.3 

36.7 

37.3 

32.7 

36.6 

7.2 

7.7 

7.8 

6.9 

5.7 

14.4 

14.6 

14.4 

15.8 

11.1 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

83.8 

82.9 

83.1 

81.5 

89.1 

44.6 

42.7 

42.5 

44.3 

52.0 

39.2 

40.2 

40.6 

37.2 

37.1 

5.8 

6.1 

6.0 

7.1 

4.8 

10.3 

11.0 

10.9 

11.5 

6.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

74.7 

73.1 

73.1 

73.6 

85.2 

41.6 

38.6 

38.0 

42.6 

49.9 

33.1 

34.6 

35.0 

31.0 

35.3 

8.9 

9.7 

9.7 

9.7 

5.0 

16.4 

17.2 

17.3 

16.6 

9.8 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

80.3 

80.2 

80.1 

81.3 

85.7 

45.6 

43.6 

43.1 

49.8 

61.3 

34.7 

36.6 

37.0 

31.5 

34.5 

8.2 

8.7 

8.7 

8.4 

5.7 

11.6 

11.2 

11.3 

10.2 

8.5 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

76.7 

75.4 

75.3 

76.4 

81.3 

42.0 

39.0 

38.6 

44.4 

48.7 

34,7 

36.4 

36.8 

32.0 

35.6 

9.5 

10.3 

10.3 

9.4 

6.9 

13.8 

14.3 

14.3 

14.1 

9.8 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

86.0 

85.1 

84.9 

86.3 

88.6 

65.1 

62.0 

60.8 

67.9 

66.2 

20.9 

23.1 

24.1 

18.4 

22.3 

4.7 

5,1 

6.1 

4.8 

3.6 

9.3 

9.8 

10.0 

8.9 

7.8 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

87.2 

86.2 

85.8 

87.4 

87.9 

72.4 

69.5 

67.9 

74.0 

73.2 

14.8 

16.8 

17.9 

13.4 

14.7 

4.2 

4.6 

4.7 

4.2 

3.1 

8.6 

9.2 

9.6 

8.4 

9.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

90.0 

88.5 

88.0 

89.6 

90.6 

78.8 

74.9 

73.0 

79.0 

78.0 

11.2 

13.7 

15.0 

10.6 

12.6 

3.3 

3.7 

3.9 

3.4 

2.4 

6.7 

7.7 

8.1 

6.9 

6.9 


Total. i Share. 


^Includes tenants with form of tenancy not specified. 
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Table 59* — ^Percentage oe Total Value op Farm Property Kefrebented by 
Each Class, by Tenure, by Divisions and States for the North and West: 
1920 — Continued . 

[Figures for the South In Table 604 


DIVISION OR STATE AND 
CLASS OF PROPERTY. 


I Man- , 

Full Part ; agers. , 

Total own- own- , Total.^l Share. 

ers. er&. ■ ! ' 


100.0 1 100.0 

80.8 I 80.6 


100.0 I 100.0 


9.8 1 


100.0 100.0 

82.3 84.0 


East North Central— C on. 

MiCEioAN, total 100. 0 

Land and buildings 81. 5 

Land alone 54. 4 

Buildings 27.1 

Implements and machinery 0. 9 

Livestock HO 

Wisconsin, total 100.0 

Land and buildings 81 . 7 

Land alone 60. 5 

Buildings 21.3 

Implements and machinery 0. 2 

Live stock 12. 0 

West North Central. 

Minnesota, total ^59*$ 

Land and buildings 87. 2 

Land alone 72. 6 

Buildings 14.5 

Implements and machinery. ..... 4. 8 

Live stock 8*1 

Iowa, total ^95*2 

Land and buildings 89. 2 

Land alone 7S. 3 

Buildings. l®*f 

Implements and machinery 3. 6 

Livestock 7.2 

Missouri, total iJO-g 

Land and buildings So. 3 

Land alone 72. 2 

Buildings........ 13.1 

Implements and machinery 3. 9 

Live stock !<*• 9 

North Dakota, total ig9*2 

Land and buildings 84. 6 

Land alone JfJ. 

Buildings 1 J* ® 

Implements and machinery ...... o 

livestock s*® 

South Dakota, total igg- 0 

Land and buildings 87. 6 

Land alone 79. 0 

Buildings 8. 6 

Implements and machinery 4.0 

Live stock s. 4 

Nebraska, total 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 79. 3 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery 3. o 

Livestock 

Kansas, total 2 

Land and buildings 85. # 

Land alone 2 

Buildings ^2'* 

Implements and machinery * 

T .i 'tcA chnoV ....... y. O 


Mountain. lOO, o 100.0 ifl 

Montana, total..... I®®-® 79.0 77,1 « 

Land and buildings 78.8 78. 4 ^ i ^ ^ ^ 

Land alone 70.2 oy.o ^ ^ ^ 

Buildings ?•« gg (j’ ^ 5.4 3.2 

Implements and machinery 7 I 1 

Livestock 

1 Includes tenants withform of tenancy not ^pcc...e 1 


100.0 mo 


100.0 100.0 , 


100.0 100.0 100.0 

87. 3 80. 4 88. 9 

74.5 69.2 77.3 

12.8 17.2 11.6 

4 . 9 3. 7 4 . 1 

7.8 9.9 7.0 

100.0 100.0 100.0 

88. 7 89. 4 90. 2 

78. 5 78. C 81. 3 

10. 2 10. 9 9. 0 

3. 7 2. 2 3. 3 

7.6 8.4 0.5 

100.0 100.0 100.0 

85. 4 86. 9 87. 4 


100.0 loao 

85.4 86.9 


100. 0 100. 0 


I 100.0 100.0 

89. 5 90. 7 

81.7 83.6 

7. S 7. 0 

3. 8 3. 5 

I 6.0 5.9 

100. 0 100. 0 


100.0 

100.0 

84.6 

85.3 

71.1 

7,'i. 6 

13.5 

9.7 

5.0 

4.8 

10.4 

9.9 

100.0 

100,0 

78. 1 

79.0 

68.4 

71.8 

9.7 

7.3 

6. 1 

5.4 

15.8 

15. 5 


100.0 mo 1 


78, 3 79. 4 


00. 0 100. 0 

81.9 84.2 

73. 8 76. 3 

8. 1 7. 9 

.6. 2 t 5. 0 

13.0 HI. 8 


1 

100 . 0 100 . 0 

79. 3 76. 0 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Table 59* — ^Percentage of Total Value of Farm Property Represented by 
Each Class, by Tenure, by Divisions and States for the North and West: 
1920 — Continued . 

[Figures for the South in Table 60.] 


DIVISION OR STA.TE AND 
CLASS OF PROPERTV. 


Mountain— C ontinued. 


Buildings 

Implements and machinery. 


Implements and machinery. 


Land alone. 
Buildings. .. 


Utah, total 

Lauti and buildings . 


Buildings 

Implements and machinery 


Nevada, total., 


W.iSHiN(iTON, total 

I.»and and buiUlings, 
Land alone 


Land alone ” I ] 


Irripiemonts and niachinerv' 
LKe stock * . 


Caufuunia, total 

Land and buddings 

Land alone 

^ Buil(Ungs 



I 



c 

)WNERS 



AU 





farm 




Man- 

opera- 


Full 

Part 

agers. 

tors. 

Total. 

own- 

own- 




ers. 

ers. 


100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

81.2 

80.0 

79.3 

82.9 

78.7 

71.5 

69.6 

68.3 

74.8 

70.9 

9.7 

10.4 

11.0 

8.2 

7.9 

5.4 

5.8 

5.9 

5.3 

3.3 

13.4 

14.2 

14.8 

11.8 

18.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

70.2 

68.9 

67.6 

71.3 

72.1 

63. 1 

61.6 

59.7 

64.9 

66.9 

7.1 

7.4 

8.0 

6.4 

5.3 

3.5 

3.8 

3.9 

3.5 

1.9 

26.3 

27,3 

28.5 

25.2 

26.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

80.4 

79.6 

78.4 

81.8 

73.2 

70.9 

69.5 

67.1 

74.3 

64.8 

9.5 

10.1 

11.3 

7.6 

8.4 

4.6 

4.9 

5.2 

4.1 

3.0 

14.9 

15.6 

16.4 

14.0 

23.8 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

68. 2 

67.6 

66.7 

69.2 

66.1 

60.4 

59.1 

67.3 

62.3 

61.4 

7.8 

8.6 

9.4 

7.0 

4.7 

3.0 

3.2 

3.7 

2.5 

1.4 

28.8 

29.2 

29.7 

28.3 

32.5 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

ra.8 

72.9 

74.3 

67.7 

67.5 

67.0 

65.2 

66.0 

62.2 

61.7 

6.7 

7.7 

8.3 

5.6 

5.7 

3.8 

4.3 

4.6 

3.3 

2.6 

2li.5 

22.8 

21.1 

29.0 

29.9 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

78.3 

77.9 

77.0 

82.0 

70.2 

67.8 

66.9 

65.7 

72.3 

64.8 

10.5 

11.0 

11.3 

9.7 

5.4 

4.3 

4.5 

4.6 

4.4 

2.5 

17.4 

17.5 

18.4 

13.6 

27.2 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

66.4 

66.2 

66.6 

63.9 

65.3 

59.5 

58.5 

58.5 

58.4 

61.1 

6.9 

7.7 

8.1 

5.6 

4.3 

3.6 

4.2 

4.4 

3.3 

1.9 

30.0 

29.6 

29.0 

32.8 

32.7 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

U10.0 

87.0 

86.4 

85.7 

87.9 

88.4 

75.4 

73.2 

70.2 

79.5 

77.8 

11.6 

13.2 

15.6 

8.4 

10.6 

5.2 

5.5 

5.7 

5.2 

3.9 

7.8 

8.1 

8.6 

6.9 

7.7 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

U)0.0 

82.5 

81.5 

80.8 

83.2 

1 89.6 

71. 6 

69.6 

67.8 

74.3 

73.0 

10. 9 

11.8 

13.0 

8.9 

9.6 

6. 1 

5.3 

5.4 

6. 1 

3.4 

12.4 

13.2 

13.8 

11.7 

14.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

1 100.0 

89. 6 

89.4 

89.6 

88.7 

90. 8 

81. 1 

79.3 

78,4 

82.0 

84. 7 

8. 5 

10. 1 

11. 1 

6.7 

6.2 

4.0 

4.4 

4.5 

4. 1 

2.6 

6.4 

6.2 

5.9 

7. 2 

6.6 

1 


TENANTS. 


i Includes tenants with form of tenancy not specified. 
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60. ^Percentage of Total \alxje of Farm Property Hepekhentkd by 
£agh Glass, by Tenure, by Di'vysions and States for the South: L92U. 

[Figures for tlie North and West in Table 5y.l 


DIVISION OB STATE AND 
CLASS OP PBOPEKTY. 


THE SOUTH. 


Total. 


Buildings 

Implements and machinery . . 


South Atlantic, total I 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . 
Live stock 

East Sottth Central, total — 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . . 
Live stock 


Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machin 
Livestock 

South Atlantic. 


Belawabe, total 100. 0 

Land and buildings "" " 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . 
Livestock 


Mabyland, total 

Land and buildings . 

Land alone 

Buildings 


Livestock. 


Buildings 

Implements and machinery . 
Livestock 


ViBGiNiA, total 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . 
Livestock 


West Vibginla, total 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery 
Livestock 


Slmre, includ> ' 
ing croppers. ^ 


■a 

6 ^ 


Cash, ineluding 
’ standing 
renter.'}. 


100.0 

100. oi 

100.0 

Bll 

j! 

LOO. 01 

100.0 100. 0i!l 

83.4 

82.01 

82.2 

81.3 


85.5 

86. 5 

67.8 

64.61 

63.9 

68.8 

72. q 

72,3 

73.4 

16.6 

17.41 

18.2 

12.5 

12.01 

13.1 

13.1 

4.2 

4.8 


4.3 

3.2l 

3.5 

3.4 

12.4 

13.2 

Baill 

14.4 

12.81 

11.0 

10.1 

ioo"o 

i0().0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.01 

mo 

loiTo !i 

84.8 

83.7 

83.7 

83.6 

89.1 

86.1 

86.7 

65.2 

62.1 

61.9 

64.2 

70.6 

69.9 

70.4 

19.6 

21.6 

21.9 

19.4 

18.6 

16.2 

16.3 

4.6 

5.2 

6.3 

4.7 

3.6 

3.7 

3.6 

10.6 

11.0 

11.0 

11.7 

7.3 

10.2 

9.71 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

loao 

100.0 

82.9 

81.9 

81.9 


85. 6 

84.5 

85.7 

66.0 

63.5 

63.2 

66.3 

71.2 

70.1 

71.2 

16.9 

18.4 

IS. 7 

16.0 

14.4 

14.4 

14.6 

4.0 

4.4 

4.5 

4.1 

3.5 

3.2 

2.9 

13.1 

13,7 

13.7 

13.6 

10.9 

12.3 

11.4 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

loao 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

82.5 

80.6 

80.7 

80.3 

79.4 

85.6 

86.7 

71.0 

67.6 

66.6 

71.1 

73.5 

75. 2 

76.2 

11.6 

13.0 

14.1 

9.2 

5.9 

10.3 

10.6 

4.1 

4.7 

4.8 

4.2 

2.8 

3.5 

3.5 

13.4 

14.7 

14.5 

15.5 

17.7 

11.0 

9.8 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

. $0.8 

79.6 

79.6 

81.6 

86.0 

81.^ 

81.4 

. 52.6 

46.8 

46.5 

53.7 

61.0 

57.6 

5H.6 

. 28.3 

32.8 

33. C 

27.9 

25.0 

24.0 

22.9 

. 8.5 

9.7 

9.S 

8.6 

6.5 

7.4 

7.4 

. 10.7 

10.7 

10.8 

9.8 

7.5 

11. Ij 

11.2 

. 100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100. 0^ 

100.0 

. 83.4 

82.4 

82.2 

84.9 

87.2 

81. i 

83. .S 

. 56.1 

52.9 

52.5 

80.8 

55.5 

61.6 

61.5 

, 27.3 

29.5 

29.9 

24.1 

31.6 

22.5 

22.2 

. 6.2 

7.0 

7.1 

AS 

4.6 

5. 3 

5.3 

. 10.4 

10.6 

10.6 

9.3 

H.2 

1 10.6 

10.9 

.100.0 

1 100.0 

100, C 

100.0 

100.0 

Imo 

mo 

94.1 

95,1 

95. € 

92. C 

92.3 

95.7 

94.9 

. 70.1 

6.5. 6 

6f5.7 

,58.!: 

65. S 

82. 1 

81.7 

. 24.0 

29.5 

28. S 

33.2 

1 26.5 

13.6 

13. 2 

. 1.8 

2.3 

2.C 

4.4 

; 1.4 

1.7 

2.4 

. 4.2 

2.6 

2.4 

3.6 

i 6.2 

2.6 

2.6 

. 100.0 

100.0 

100. ( 

)100.C 

► 100.0 

100.6 

HOO.O 

. 8,5.6 

86.0 

85. ( 

) 84.9 

> 88.3 

87. 1 

. S7.1 

. 63.2 

61.4 

61.5 

> 64. C 

» 66.6 

68.6 

; 68.6 

. 22.4 

23.6 

23. J 

4 20.9 

► 21,8 

IS. 5 

> 18.4 

. 4.2 

4.4 

4. j 

> 4.1 

. 3.3 

3.5 

» 3.5 

. 10.2 

10.6 

10.1 

) 11.1 

1 S.4 

9.4 

[ 9.4 

. 100. 0 

100.0 

100. ( 

)100.( 

)m(i 

100.6 

) 100.0 

. 82.7 

81.7 

81.: 

7 82.( 

) 89,6 

i 85.' 

^ a5.i 

. 61.9 

59.7 

69. J 

1 &3,l 

> 75.1 

6S.S 


. 20. S 

; 22. C 

22.- 

i 1S.I 

> 14.5 

ii 17.] 

L 19.0 

. 3.7 

3.S 

1 3.J 

i 3.J 

5 2.9 

1 2.S 

3 3.3 

. 13. 

; 14.4 

!i 14. 4^ 14. i 

1 7.5 

i ll.l 

J 11.6 



I IflO. 0 100. 0100. 0 100. 0 100.0.HM1. 0 
; 85.0. 85.4 85. 87. 1. 87. l| W. I 

1 6,5. 8 67. 0 67, 6 73. 2; 73. 2, 47. 5 
19.2. IS. 4 17.6 13,9': 13. 9i 5.6 
3.5 2.9 2.4: 2.2’' 2.2; 1.4 

: 11.6' n.7‘ 12.1' 10.8- 10.7 43.5 


1 Includes tenants with form of tenancy not spcciliod. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Table 60. — ^Pehcentagb of Total Value op Farm Profbkty Bepkeseittbd by 
Each Class, by Tenure, by Divisions and States for the South: 1920 — Con. 

{Figures for the North and West in Table 59.] 


OWNERS. 

3 

& 

1 

Part owners. 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

84.7 

84.8 

84.0 

65.6 

65.6 

65.4 

19.1 

19,2 

18.6 

6.1 

6.1 

4.6 

10.2 

10.1 

11.5 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

84.4 

84.5 

82.9 

64.3 

64.2 

65,7 

20.1 

20.3 

17.2 

6.1 

6.2 

5.7 

9.5 

9.3 

11.6 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

82.3 

82.3 

82.5 

61.9 

61.8 

63.4 

20,4 

20,5 

19.1 

5.9 

6.0 

5.2 

1L8 

11.7 

12.3 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

83.7 

83.8 

82.6 

66.0 

66.0 

65.6 

17.8 

17.8 

16.8 

4.5 

4.5 

5.1 

11.8 

11.7 

12.4 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

85.7 

86.7 

86.0 

68.1 

67.9 

70.4 

17.6 

17.8 

15.5 

3.4 

3.4 

3.4 

10.9 

11.0 

10.7 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

81.1 

81.1 

81.0 

62.5 

62.1 

165.4 

18.6 

19.0 

15.6 

4.6 

4.7 

4.3 

14.3 

14.2 

14.7 

100.0 

100.0 

mo 

78.3 

78.3 

77.6 

58.2 

58.0 

59.6 

20.1 

20.3 

lao 

6.7 

5.7 

4.9 

16.1 

15.9 

17.5 

100.0 

100.0 

mo 

77.0 

77,0 

77.6 

58,1 

67.9 

60.8 

18.9 

19.0 

16.7 

5.6 

5.6 

5.3 

17.4'! 

17.4 

17.2 


DIVISION oa STATE AND 
CLASS OF PBOPERTV. 


South Atlantic— Continued. 

North Carolina, total 

3L«and and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . . 
Livestock 


Sotrra Carouna, total 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . . 
Livestock 


Georgia, total 

Land and tjuildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . . 
Live stock 


Florida , total 

Land and huil^gs 

Land alone 

BuUdings. 

Implements and machinery . . 
Livestock 


East South Central, 

Kentucky, total 

Iiand and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . . 
Livestock 


Tennessee, total 

Land and buildings 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinery . . 
Livestock . 


Alabama, total 

Land and buildings li 

Land alone 

BiiUdln^ 

Implements and machinery. . 
Livestock 


Mississtpm , total 

Land and buildings ]| 

Land alone 

Buildings 

Implements and machinerV ! ! 
Livestock 


loao 
86.1 
68. 6 
17,5 

4.4 

9.5 


85.4 

67.9 

17.5 

5.0 

9.6 

1100.0 

83.9 
66.1 
17.8 

4.7 
1L4 

1100.0 

85.2 

69.2 
16.1 

4.1 
10.7 


100.0 

86.3 

69.5 
16.8 

3.2 

10.5 

| 100.0 

81.9 

64.5 

17.3 

4.3 

13.9 

100.0 

78.7 

60.2 

18.5 

5.0 

16.3 

100.0 

81.9 

66.5 

15.3 

4.1 
14. Oi 


loao 

89.2 

69.7 
19.5 

3.6 

7.2 

lioao 

87.1 

70.3 

16.8 

4.4 

8.5 

[ 100.0 

87.3 

71.1 

16.2 
4.1 

8.6 


93.5 

84.1 

9.4 

2.6 

3.9 


100.0 

87.8 

71,7 

16.1 

2.3: 

9.9 


1100. 

85.7 

66.6 

19.2 
3.1 

11.2 

1100.0 

84.8 
71.6 
13.2 
3.7 
11,5 

100.0 

84.2 

72.8 

11.3 
4,6 

11.2 


100.0 

88.2 

73.4 

14.8 

3.3 

&6 


86.3 

71.6 

14.7 
3,9 
9.8 

1100.0 

85.1 

69.6 

15.5 

3.6 

11.3 


100.0100.0 


81.2 

65.5 

15.7 

3.8 

15.0 


100.0 

88.0 

73.2 

14.8 

2.7 

9.2 


OK 


.00.0 

83.3 

68.8 

14.5 
3.6 

13.1 

100.0 

78.9 

62.3 

16.6 
4.1 

17.0 

il00.0 

85.7 

73. 0 

12.7 
2.9 

11.41 


Share, includ- 
ing croppers. 


Cash, including 
standing 
renters. 


II 

CQ ^ 
A 

w 

1 

Total. 

Cash, 

proper. 

Standing 

renters. 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

88.5 

87.6 

90.3 

85.2 

86.7 

86.8 

86.7 

73.7 

72.9 

75.2 

69.9 

72.3 

72.2 

72.5 

14.8 

14.7 

15. C 

15.4 

14.4 

14.5 

14.2 

3.2 

3.3 

3.C 

3.7 

3.8 

4.0 

3.5 

8.3 

9.1 

6.7 

11.0 

9.5 

9.2 

9.9 

mo 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

88.0 

86.6 

89.8 

82.3 

83.2 

82.2 

83.7 

73.7 

72.7 

75.0 

68.2 

67.8 

65.8 

68.8 

14.3 

13.9 

14.8 

14.1 

15.4 

16.4 

14.8 

3.4 

3.8 

2.9 

4.5 

4.9 

5.4 

4.6 

8.6 

9.5 

7.3 

13.2 

12.0 

12.4 

11.7 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

85.9 

84.8 

86.6 

74.8 

83.8 

83.7 

83.9 

70.2 

68.8 

71.2 

60.8 

68.6 

67.7 

69.0 

15.6 

16.0 

15.4 

14.0 

15.2 

16.0 

14.9 

3.2 

3.7 

2.9 

3.5 

4.2 

3.S 

4.3 

10.9 

11.6 

10.5 

21.7 

12.0 

12.4 

11.8 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

82.0 

81.6 

82.2 

67.7 

80.4 

81.6 

67.3 

65.8 

64.4 

66.7 

44.5 

65.4 

66.6 

51.7 

16.2 

17.2 

15.5 

13.2 

15.0 

14.9 

16.6 

3.8 

3.9 

3.7 

6.9 

3.8 

3.7 

5.0 

14,2 

14.5 

14,1 

36.4 

15.9 

14.8 

27.7 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

I 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

87.8 

87.2 

89.3 

91.0 

88.5 

88.5 

86.9 

72.6 

72.3 

73.3 

76.0 

75.4 

75.5 

73.6 

15.2 

14.9 

16.0 

15.1 

13.0 

13.0 

13.3 

2.7 

2.9 

2.4 

2.5 

2.7 

2.8 

2.4 

9.6 

9.9 

8.3 

6.5 

8.8 

&8 

10.7 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

83.8 

81.9 

87.0 

81.8 

82.2 

82.4 

80.5 

69.0 

67.1 

72.4 

67.6 

68.6 

68.7 

67.7 

14.8 

14.8 

14.7 

14.3 

13.6 

13.7 

12.8 

3.4 

3.8 

2.8 

3.8 

4.1 

4.1 

4.3 

12.8 

14.3 

10.2 

14.4 

13.7 

13.5 

15.2 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

mo 

80.9 

79.0 

83.2 

70.1 

76.2 

76.3 

75.7 

64.0 

62.7 

65.6 

55.9 

60.1 

60.2 

59.7 

16.8 

16.3 

17.5 

14.2 

16.1 

16.1 

16.0 

3.7 

4.3 

3.1 

4.8 

4.6 

4.5 

4.8 

15.4 

16.7 

13.7 

25.1 

19.3 

19.2 

19.5 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

87.7 

81.1 

91.7 

87.6 

80.6 

81.4 

77.3 

75.0 

68.4 

79.0 

78.0 

67.5 

68.7 

63.4 

12.7 

12.7 

12.7 

9.7 

13.0 

12.7 

13.9 

2.4 

3.6 

1.7 

2.3 

4.2 

4.1 

4.6 

9.9 

15.3 

6.6 

10.0 

15.3 

14.5 

18.2 


* Includes tenants with form of tenancy not specified. 
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P«0PEKTY Rsprbsbsted bt 

£<ACH (jLASS, by rENTTEE, BY DIVISIONS AND STATES FORTHeSoUTH; 


[Figures for the North aad West in Table r*y-j 




OWNERS. 


TENWr-*. 


i 





j 

Shan*, itn- 

lid- 


Cash 

including 

DIVISION OR STATE AND 






i 

mg cropper,^. 



CLASS OP PROPERTY. 

1 


£ 

£ 


1 




— 


* ™ 


< 

Total. 

i 

S3 

£ 

1 

Managers 

Total. 

i 1 
§ 1 

l| 

W a. 
P. 

1 

1 

y. 

Total. 

ill 

w. 

B 

« • 
S V 

West South Central. 














Arkansas, total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100. oi 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

mo 

100.0 

Land and buildings 

81.6 

78.9 

78.8 

79.9 

87.0 

84.6 

85.21 

81.4 

90. H 

818 

82.5 

82.8 

82.0 

Land alone 

65.7 

61.1 

60.6 

613 

77.2 

71.2 

71. 5t 

67.6 

77.1 

716 

7a 0 

70.0 

68,7 

Buildings 

15.7 

17.8 

18.1 

15.5 

9.8 

13. 4 

13. 8i 

13.8 

13.6 

1U.2 

12.6 

12. 5 

13.3 

Implements and machinery . . 

4.7 

5.5 

5.5 

5.2 

17 

3.6 

3.61 

15 

2.3 

3. .5 

3.8 

3.7 

4.5 

Livestock 

13.8 

15.6 

15.7 

U.9 

S.3 

11.8 

11.2 

111 

7.01 

11.7 

117 

W.7 

13.5 

Louisiana, total 

Land and buildings 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

mo 

100.0 

m.o 

80.4 

78.9 

78.6 

81.3 

82.3 

82. 2 

83.5 

81.5 

87.1 

76.2 

78.2 

78.4 

76.7 

Land alone 

65.0 

62.3 

61.5 

68.3 

70.1 

68.1 

69.7 

68.8 

71.2 

62.1 

63. H 

63.9 


Buildings 

16.3 

16.6 

17.1 

13.0 

12.2 

111 

13.9 

12.7 

15.9 

111 

114 

115 

13.9 

Implements and machinery . . 

5.5 

6.0 

5.9 

7.0 

8.8 

3.9 

3.7 

12 

2.7 

19 

15 

16 

4.5 

Live stock 

111 

15.0 

15.5 

11. 7i 

1 

8.8 

13.9 

12.8 

113 

10.3 

1 18.9 

17.3 

17.1 

H.8 

Oklahoma, total 

Land and buildings 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0; 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

82.1 

80.8 

80.6 

81.21 

80.7 

84.0 

84.5 

^.3 

86.6 

86.0 

80.7 

80. H 

65.5 

Land alone 

70.6 

68.1 

66.6 

71. li 

71.5 

73.7 

711 

710 

76.0 

77.0 

70.6 

70. 5i 

6H.H 

Buildings 

11.6 

12.7 

11 Oi 

10.11 

9.2 

10.2 

10.4 

10.3 

10.5 

9.0 10.2 

10.2 

6.7 

Implements and machinery . . 

19 

6.6 

5.6 

6.3 

2.7 

11 

10 

11 

3.3 

5.0 

4.1 

4.1 

2.9 

Livestock 

13.0 

13.7 

13.8 

13.5 

16.6 

11.9 

11.5 

11.6 

10.1 

9.0 

15.1 

15.1 

31.6 

Texas, total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

lon.oioao 

100. 0 

100.0 

Land and buildings 

83.2 

81.2 

81.6 

79.7 

77.9 

86.7 

88.0 

87.3 

90.5 

86.2 

7a9 

76.9 

79.2 

Land alone 

73.0 

69.5 

68.8 

72.1 

711 

77.5 

7.8.4 

77.5 

81.31 

77.1 

70.5 

7a 5 

63. H 

Buildings 

10.2 

11.7 

12.8 

7.6 

3.8 

9.3 

9.6 

9.7 

9.2 

9.1 

6.5 

6.4 

16.4 

Implements and machinery . . 

3.5 

10 

12 

3.2 

1.4 

3.1 

3.2 

3.6 

1 2.4 

3.3 

2.2 

2.2i 

4.3 

Livestock 

13.3 

118 

112 

17.1 

20.7 

10.2 

1 8.7 

9.3 

7.1 

1 

lU. 1 

I*-' 

20,9 

16.5 


^Includes tenants with form of tenancy not specified. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 61- — ^Farm Operators, by Age and Tenure, with Percentage op 
Tenants in Each Age Group, by Divisions and States; 1920 and 1910. 


DIVISION OR STATE 
AND AGE. 


ALL FARM 
OPERATORS-1 


owners. 

TENANTS. 


Number. 

Percent of all 
farm operators. 


1920 1910 


1920 1910 


UNITED STATES. 

Total 6,448,343 6,361,602 

Reporting age 6,364,163 6,339,476 

tender 25 years 383, 680 419, 330 

26 to 34 years 1, 333, 020 1, 413, 876 

35 to 44 years 1, 587, 519 1, 571, 469 

45 to 54 years 1, 482, 494 1, 432, 707 

55 to 64 years 993, 771 947, 624 

65 years and over 583, 679 554, 570 

Not reporting age 84, 180 22, 026 

Geographic Divisions. 

Nev England, total 156,564 188,802 

Reporting age 153,456 187,649 

under 25 years 2,593 2, 936 

25 to 34 years 17, 437 21, 300 

35 to 44 years 31, 801 39, 665 

45 to 54 years 39, 603 46, 932 

55 to 64 years 34, 057 39, 651 

65 years and over 27, 964 37, 165 

Not reporting age 3,109 1,163 


3,925,090 

3,873,034 

87,400 

561,442 

938,174 

1,021,445 

780,679 

483,994 

52,056 


3,948,722 
3,934,968 
97, 690 
620,961 
969,859 
1,036,493 
741, 614 
468,361 
13, 754 


2,464,804 2,354,676 
2,424,493 2,347,662 I 
290,796 316,820 


Middle Atlantic, total. . I 425,147 468,379 

Reportlnc age 417, 237 466, 949 

Under 25 years 10, 509 11, 067 

26 to 34 years 62, 145 67, 941 

36 to 44 years 96, 169 110, 091 

45 to 54 years 106,848 120, 593 

55 to 64 years 86,206 90, 479 

65 years^and over 56, 360 65 778 

Not reporting age 7,910 2,430 

E. N . CmTTRAL, total l , 084, 744 l, 123, 489 

age 1,069,490 1,119,186 

Under 25 years 37,753 42 796 

25 JO ^ years 209, 815 214, 884 

^ to 41 years 264,839 283 519 

f 258, 619 278, 189 

55 to 64 years 191, 537 186 836 

65 years and over 106,927 112 963 

Notreportmgage 16,254 4,303 

* <1*?^'TKAL, total. ... 1, 096, 951 1, 109, 948 

^ 1, 083, 672 1, 107, 294 

Under 25 years 52.794 68 084 

25 to 34 years 263, 6(i5 269; ^ 

® 284, 126 284 073 

t- 244, 728 252, 100 

5o to 64 years 161, 085 152; 349 

65 year^nd over .... 77, 374 81, 007 

N ot reporting age 13, 279 2, 654 

South Atlantic, total... 1,1S8,976 l,ill,88i 

1,143,758 1,109,278 

Utider 25 years 82,996 86 809 

25to34yc%rs 227:643 253 6W 

282, 403 268 385 

266, 073 2381 443 

o6 to 64 years 172,574 168,237 

years and over 1 12, 0«»9 94 844 

Notreportmgage 15,' 218 2,603 

W.S. Central, total 1,051,600 .1,042,480 

1,040,712 1,039,870 

25 years 92, 899 101 409 

'fr 224; 103 259 oS 

^,689 251,334 

ii J ® f 234, 293 210, 204 

55 to 64 years 143, 308 137, 558 

6. » years and over 95, 330 80 1 89 

Not reporting age lo, 8 2; 6 1 o 

“^pagers, for whom separate 
in the United States in 19^ wiis only 68,449. 


809,044 
805,861 
11,652 
101, 113 
196,994 
227,581 
163,589 
105,032 
3,183 

342,618 34.2 30.9 

370,556 341,844 34.2 30.9 

38,656 47,360 73.0 69.6 

132,659 151,358 134,428 67.4 49 8 

iS’tS? 98,462 83,186 34.7 29.3 

202,469 61,873 48,249 21.2 19.1 

137, 539 130, 130 22, 744 21, 604 14. 1 14 2 

^^*^3 7017 Sis 8:1 

8,610 1,790 4,463 774 33 6 29.2 

607,089 593,154 542,088 510,429 46.8 45 9 

599,815 592,063 534,420 509,030 46 7 46*9 

16,559 16,530 66,806 68,661 80.5 80 0 

iS’wf 141,581 153,853 62,2 60.7 

144,775 143,049 134,925 1221 982 47,8 46 8 

Jff»579 149,835 109,205 86; 950 41.0 36:5 

63,410 52,690 30.9 31.3 

23,894 25.4 26.2 

7,274 1,091 7,668 1,399 60.4 63.7 

5^,808 510,452 522,286 528,738 49.7 SO 7 

®21 516, 920 527, 016 49. 7 50: 7 

CO* 376 75, 180 83, 841 80. 9 82. 6 

®2, 93, 057 141, 063 165, 120 62. 9 03. 7 

125,058 125,087 124,720 125 348 49 8 49 9 

‘11.088 "i:sf SI 

95,633 91,673 47,326 45.536 33.0 33.1 

68,004 26,161 22,026 27.4 27.5 

6,435 ] 831 5,306 1,722 49.3 66.0 

figures are not shown. The total number of managers 
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Opekatoeb, by Aob and Tendre, with Pbrcentaoe of 
Tbnantsin Each Age Geodp, by Divisions and States : 1920 and 1910— Contd. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 61. — ^Fabm Operatoes, by Age and Tenxtre, with Percentage op 
Tenants in Each Age Group, by Divisions and States: 1920 and 1910 — Uontd. 


DIVISION OB STATE 
AND AGE. 



New ENGU.ND— C'ontd. 
Rhode I.sland, total 


25 to 34 years 

36 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

66 years and over . 
Not reporting age.. . 

Connecticut, total. , . 

Reporting age 

under 25 years . . . 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over. 
Not reporting age.. . 

Middle Atlantic, 


New York, total 

Reporting age 

under 25 years . . 
26 to 34 years,-.. 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over 
Not reporting age, . 

New Jersey, total . . 

Reporting age 

under 2 ® years... 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 3'ears and over 
Not reporting ago.. 



4,083 

5,292 

3,991 

5,188 

49 

80 

363 

530 

774 

1,101 

1,064 

1,301 

916 

1,149 

825 

1,027 

92 

104 

22,665 

26,815 

22,221 

26,585 

297 

356 

2,533 

2,873 

4,836 

6,677 

5,841 

6,863 

4,849 

5,432 

3.865 

6,382 

434 

230 

193,195 

215,597 

189,765 

214, 461 

4,733 

5, 149 

28, 144 

30,691 

43, 170 

49,950 

48,220 

56,229 

39,248 

41,630 

26,250 

31,812 

3,430 

1, 136 

29,702 

33,487 

29,071 

33, 188 

645 

706 

4,186 

4,535 

6,833 

7,864 

7, 845 

8,880 

5,987 

6,285 1 

3,575 

4,919 1 

631 

299 1 

202,250 

219,295 

198,401 

218,300 

5, 131 

6, 213 ! 

29,815 

32,715 

46, 166 

52, 277 

50,783 

56, 484 

39, 971 

42,564 

28, 5:35 

29,047 

3.849 

995 

256,695 

272,045 

252,860 

271, 118 

8,112 

8,699 

43,721 

46,688 

60,308 

67,026 

62, 186 

67,410 

48, 175 

49, 258 

30,338 

32,007 

3,835 

927 

206, 126 

215,485 

202, 139 

214,306 

8,335 

10,019 

39,082 

41,449 

47,704 

53,043 

47,925 1 

62,035 

36,926 1 

35,818 

22, 167 1 

' 21, 942 

2,987 1 

1, 179 
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Table 61. — ^Farm Operators, by Age and Tenure, ijvith Percentage of 
Tenants in Each Age Group, by Divisions and States: 1920 and X910 — (’ontd. 



IixiNOis, total 

Reporting age 

Under 25 years.. 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

56 to 64 years 

66 years and over 
Not reporting age-- 

Michigan, total 

Reporting age 

Under 25 years. . 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years.... 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over 

N ot reporting age- - 

Wisconsin, total 

Reporting age 

Under 25 years.. 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

46 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 vears and over 

Not reporting age. . 


West North Central, 
Minnesota, total 


Reporting age 

Under 25 years. . 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

46 to 64 years 

55 to 64 years 

66 years and over 
Not reporting age. . 


lowA, total 

Reporting age 

under 25 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 64 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over. 
N ot reporting age. - . 


Missouri, total 

Reporting age 

Under 26 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

66 years and over. . 

Not reporting age 

North Dakota, total. 

Reporting age 

tJnder 25 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

46 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years. . . , . - 
65 years and over. . 

Not reporting age 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


61.— “Fakm Operators, by Age and Tenure, with Percentage of 
Tenants in Each Age Group, by Divisions and States: 1920 and 1910 Oontd. 


DIVISION OB STATE 
AND AQB. 


ALL FABH 
OPERATORS. 


1920 


West North Cbntbal- 
Coutiaued. 

S^H Dakota, total... 

Reporting age 

Under 25 years 

95 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

^^65 years and over. . . 
Not reporting age 

N^baska. total 

Repwtlng age 

Under ^ years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and oper 

Not reporting age 

Kansas, total 

Reporting age. 

Under 25 years. . . ! , ! 

^to^ years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

66 years and over 

N at reporting age 


South Atlantic. 


Delaware, total.. 
R^orting age. . . 
Under 25 years. 
26 to 34 years.. 
35 to 44 years.. 
« to 54 years., 
55 to 64 years 


Kartlakd, total .... 

R^orting age ! 

Under 25 years. . . 

26 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to54 years. ...* 

55 to 64 years I 

65 years over . 
N ot reporting age. . . 


<^^UNBLA, total....! 

Repo^ngage 

Under 25 years ... 

26t0 34y4rs.;.;;. 

35 to 44 years 

« to 54 years 

to 64 years 

65 years and over.. 
Not reporting age.... 

Virginia, total 


Reporting age 

Under 25 years 
a5to34y^rs7..:: 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years..,.] 

S5to 64 years 

65 years and over. 

Not reporting age... 


74,637 

73,703 

3,946 

21,374 

21,177 

15,106 

8,791 

3,309 

934 

124,417 

122,902 

7,218 

34,956 

33,503 

25,439 

15,786 

6,000 

1,615 

165,286 

163,309 

8,518 

39,035 

42,204 

35,987 

24,650 

12,825 

1,977 


10,140 
9,973 
444 
1,914 
2,365 
2,397 

^ ^ 1,825 

65 years and over 1. 028 

N ot reporting age 167 


1910 


47,908 
47,328 
1,502 

7,841 
U, 171 
12,476 
8,958 
5,380 
580 

204 

196 

4 

20 

43 

56 

47 

26 


186,242 

184,022 

7,771 

30,120 

45,055 

46,183 

31,786 

23,108 

2,220 


77,644 
77,454 

6,899 
23,182 
19,204 
16, 137 
8,657 
3,376 
190 

129.678 
129,481 

10, 374 
36,764 
32, 147 

28. 117 
15 931 

7,148 

197 

177,841 

177,516 

12,412 

44.117 
43,488 

38.678 
26,005 

13,815 


10,836 

10,783 

379 

2,018 

2,592 

2,833 

1,848 

1,113 

53 

48,923 

48,729 

1,427 

8,045 

12,332 

12,586 

8,604 

5,736 

194 

217 

213 

2 

26 

56 

63 

35 

31 


184,018 

183,702 

8,005 

34,669 

45,295 

43,193 

31,981 

20,559 

316 


1920 


47.815 
47,226 

1,091 

9,671 

14,111 

11,833 

7,556 

2,964 

589 

69,672 

68.816 
1, 158 

11,730 

19.250 
18,556 
12,905 

5,218 

856 

97,090 

95,881 

1,391 

12,754 

24,127 

26,224 

20,135 

11.250 
1,209 


6,010 

5,899 

117 

775 

1,298 

1,572 

1,321 

816 

111 

32.805 
32,430 

487 

3,594 

7,126 

9,239 

7,301 

4,683 

375 

100 

98 

1 

7 

IS 

26 

24 

22 

2 

136,363 

134,870 

2,899 

16.806 
31,752 
36,097 
27,014 
20,302 

1,493 


1910 


57,984 

67,832 

4,063 

14,682 

14,765 

13,575 

7,649 

3,098 

152 

79,250 
79,142 
2, 154 
14,490 
20,822 
21,794 
13,467 
6,415 
108 

111, 108 
110, 882 
2,281 
18, 377 
27,797 
29,354 
20,666 
12,407 
226 


6,178 
6,146 
74 
750 
X,f 
1,828 
1,270 
855 
32 

33,519 

33,374 

430 

3,867 

7,951 

9,809 

6,875 

4,942 

145 

118 

117 

2 

0 

25 

35 


133,664 
133,481 

2,833 
19,629 
32, 428 

34,002 
26,714 
17,875 
183 


TENANTS. 


Number. 


1920 


26,041 

26,705 

2,739 

11,423 

6,869 

3,149 

1,194 

331 

336 

53,430 

52,800 

5,862 

22,823 

13,909 

6,666 

2,791 

749 


66,701 
65,957 
6,962 
25,850 
17, 736 
9,508 
4,378 
1,523 
744 


3,986 

3,934 

319 

1,115 

1,030 

783 

481 

206 

52 

13,841 

13,667 

942 

3,929 

3,689 

2,944 

1,617 

646 

174 

85 
84 
3 
11 
21 
26 
21 
2 
1 I 

47,745 

47,063 

4,710 

12,840 

12,689 

9,594 

4,553 

2,677 


1910 


19,231 
19, 197 
2,772 
8,340 
4,348 
2,487 
982 
268 
34 

49,441 
49,366 
8,066 
20,036 
11,075 
6, 170 
2,403 
716 
75 

65,398 

65,308 

9,972 

25,314 

15,305 

9,100 

4,241 

1,376 

90 


4,535 
4,517 
299 
1,237 
1, 189 
976 
566 
250 
IS 

14,416 

14,374 

935 

3,920 

4,093 

3,063 

1,620 

743 

42 

84 


17 

27 

23 

9 

6 

2 

48,729 

48,610 

5,048 

14,596 

12,384 

8,897 

5,096 

2,589 

119 


Percent ©fall 
farm operators. 


1920 


34.9 
3A9 

69.4 

63.4 

32.4 
20.8 

13.6 
10.0 

36.0 

42.9 

43.0 
81.2 

65.3 

41.5 
26.2 

17.7 

12.5 

41.6 

40.4 

40.4 

81.7 
66.2 

41.9 

26.4 

17.8 

11.9 
37.6 


39.3 

39.4 

71.8 

58.3 

43.6 

32.7 

26.4 
20.0 

31.1 

28.9 

28.9 

62.7 

50.1 

33.0 

23.6 

16.9 

12.0 

30.0 

41.7 

42.9 

75.0 

66.0 

48.8 

46.4 
44.7 

7.7 

12.5 


25.6 

25.6 

60.6 

42.6 
28. 2 
20.8 
14.3 

11.6 
30.7 


1910 


24.8 

24.8 

40.2 

36.0 

22.6 

15.4 

11.3 

7.9 

17.9 

38.1 

38.1 

77.8 

58.5 

34.5 

21.9 

15.1 

10.0 

38.1 

36.8 

36.8 

80.3 

57.4 

35.2 

23.5 

17.0 

10.0 

27.6 


41.9 

41.9 

78.9 

61.3 

45.9 

34.5 

30.6 

22.5 

34.0 

29.5 

29.5 

65.5 

48.7 

33.2 
2A3 

18.8 

13.0 

21.6 

38.7 

38.5 


65.4 

48.2 

36.5 

25.7 

19.4 

50.0 

26.5 

26.5 

63.1 

42. 1 

27.3 

20.6 

15.9 

12.6 

37.7 
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Table 61. — Farm Operators, by Age and Tenuhl, vMiii pERrENTAOE op 
Tenants in Each Age Group, by Divisions and States: 11)20 and 100) — Contd. 


DIVISION OR STATE 
AND AGB. 


.VLL FARM 
OPERATORS. 


ppr * “Put of rU 
farm o|>erai<^ri*. 


D»io mo 1010 


South Atlantic— Con. 
West Virginia, total 


Reporting age 

Under 25 years. . . 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over . 
Not reporting age. . . 


North Carolina, total.. . 

Reporting age 

Under 25 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over 

Not reporting age 

South Carolina, total , . . 

Reporting age 

Under 25 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over 

Not reporting age 


Georgia, total. - 
Reporting age. 
Under 25 yea 


Under 25 years. . . 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over. 
Not reporting age.. . 


FLORIDA, total 

Reporting age 

Under 25 years... 

25 to 84 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 64 years 

65 to 64 years 

65 years and over . 
N ot reporting age. . . 


East South Central. 

KENTUCKY, total 


Reporting age 

Under 25 years. . . 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over . 
Not reporting age-. . 


Tennessee, total 

Reporting age 

Under 26 years. ., 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

46 to 64 years 

66 to 64 years 

65 years and over . 
Not reporting age.. . 


96,685 I 
96,562 i 
3,687 i 
18,554 1 
24,865 j 
22,335 
16,173 
11,038 
133 


151,376 1 
149,656 
4,198 
23,079 
36,581 
36,358 
28, 813 
20,627 
1,720 


291,027 ( 
290,221 
33, 103 
75,889 
68,644 
67, 136 
37,593 
17,856 
806 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Tabik 61.— Fakm OrEBATOKS, BY Age and Tenure, with Percentage oe 
TBNA.KTH IN EaCH AgE GrOXJP, BY DIVISIONS AND STATES : 1920 AND 1910 Uontd. 


mVlfflOK OB STATE 
AND AGE. 


ALIi FABM 
OPERATORS. 


East South Central— 
Continued. 


Aiarama, total 

Reportmj? age 

( ndiT 25 years. . . 

25 to 34 years 

. 35 to 4-4 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over . 

Not reporting age,. . 

Mississippi, total 

Reporting age 

iJnder 25 years . . . 

25to34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

56 to 64 years 

65 years and over . 

N ot reporting age. . . 


West South Centbal. 

Arkansas, total 

Reporting age 

Under 26 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 64 years 

65 to 64 years 

66 years and over 

Not reporting age 

Louisiana, total 

Reporting age 

tinder 25 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

66 years and over 

Not reporting age 

Oklahoma, totsd 

Reporting age 

Under 25 years 

25 to 34 years 

36 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to64 years 

65 years and over . . . . 

Not reporting age 

Texas, total 

Reportlngage.. 

Under 25 years 

25 to 34 years 

36 to 44 years 

46 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over . . . . 

Not reporting age 

MouNTAjar. 

Montana, total 

Reporting age 

i nder 25 years. 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 64 years 

65 to 64 years 

tWi years and over — 
Not reporting age 


1920 

1910 \ 

1920 

1910 

1920 

1910 

1920 

1910 

256,099 

i 

262,901 * 

107,089 

103,929 

148,269 

158, 326 

57.9 

60.2 

253,671 

262,261 

106,151 

103,790 

146, 790 

167, 837 

67.9 

60.2 

22,640 

28, 117 

3,626 

4,238 

18,960 

23,832 

83.7 

84.8 

54,643 

66,880 

17,228 

20,535 

37,234 

46, 176 

68.1 

69.0 

58,481 

59,586 

25,428 

24,240 

32,858 

35, 189 

56.2 

59.1 

61,685 

57,201 

27,304 

26,780 

34, 197 

30,290 

56.4 

53.0 

34,407 

33,359 

19,432 

18,477 

14,903 

14, 789 

43.3 

44.3 

21,815 

17, 118 

13,133 

9,520 

8,638 

7,661 

39.6 

44.2 

2,428 

640 

938 

139 

1, 479 

489 

60.9 

76.4 

272,101 

274,382 

91,310 

92,066 

179,802 

181, 491 

66.1 

66.1 

269,578 

273,327 

90,401 

91,835 

178,213 

180,683 

66.1 

66.1 

28,454 

32,823 

3,403 

4,006 

24,978 

28, 768 

87.8 

87.6 

60,171 

75,982 

14,751 

19,396 

45,169 

56,354 

76.1 

74.2 

69,234 

69, 541 

22,683 

23,026 

46,266 

46,252 

66.8 

66.5 

57,265 

46,681 

21,878 

20,828 

36,179 

25, 708 

61.4 

55.1 

32,768 

31,592 

16,047 

15,932 

16,601 

15, 676 

50.7 

49.3 

21,690 

16,708 

11,639 

8,649 

10,020 

8,026 

46.2 

48.0 

2,523 

1,055 

1 

909 

231 

1,689 

808 

63.0 

76.6 

232,604 

214,678 

112,647 

106,649 

119,221 

107,266 

61.3 

50.0 

230,426 

214,231 

111,577 

106,488 

118,132 

106,991 

51.3 

49.9 

21,327 

21,959 

4,326 

4,348 

16,946 

17,656 

79.5 

79.9 

53,034 

56,863 

19,774 

21,890 

33,068 

34,800 

62.4 

61.2 

56,638 

50,522 

27,660 

26,189 

28,765 

24, 156 

50.8 

47.8 

53,614 

45,694 

28,328 

26,332 

25,137 

19, 116 

46.9 

41.8 

28,857 

26,491 

18,904 

18,351 

9,892 

8,064 

34.3 

30.4 

16,966 

12,702 

12,685 

9,378 

4,324 

3,299 

25.5 

26.0 

2, 178 

447 

1,070 

161 

1,089 

275 

60.0 

61.5 

135,463 

120,546 

67,254 

52,989 

77,381 

66,607 

57.1 

55.3 

. 134,036 

120,150 

56,588 

52,850 

76,643 

66,380 

57.2 

55.2 

12,183 

10,026 

2,090 

1,902 

10,047 

8,067 

82.5 

80.5 

29,473 

30,380 

9,845 

10,653 

19,428 

19, 498 

66.9 

64.2 

35, 442 

32,503 

15,032 

14,146 

20,194 

18,069 

67.0 

55.6 

29,873 

23,015 

14,070 

12,269 

15,606 

10, 549 

52.2 

45.8 

16,626 

15,969 

9,304 

9,060 

7,214 

6,828 

43.4 

42.8 

10,439 

8,267 

6,247 

4,840 

4, 154 

3,369 

39.8 

40.8 

1,427 

396 

666 

139 

738 

227 

51.7 

67.3 

. 191,988 

190, 192 

93,217 

85,404 

97,836 

104, 137 

51.0 

54.8 

. 189,577 

189,800 

91,883 

85,213 

96,784 

103,948 

51.1 

54.8 

14, 166 

15, 785 

3,203 

3,228 

10,871 

12, 472 

76,7 

79.0 

44,056 

50,841 

14,630 

17,671 

29,236 

32,943 

66.4 

64.8 

49,333 

51,153 

23,234 

24,756 

26,877 

26,257 

52.5 

51.3 

44,076 

40,359 

26,719 

21, 199 

18,187 

19,053 

41.3 

47.2 

. 26,120 

22,898 

16,909 

12,723 

9,106 

10, 127 

34.9 

44.2 

11,827 

8,764 

8,288 

6,641 

3,508 

3,096 

29.7 

35.3 

2,411 

392 

1,334 

191 

1,062 

189 

43.6 

48.2 

. 436,033 

417, 770 

201,210 

195,863 

232,309 

219, 575 

53.3 

52.6 

. 431, 630 

416,680 

199, 165 

196, 467 

230,019 

218,921 

53.3 

52.6 

40,862 

43, 155 

5,990 

6,139 

34,601 

36, 760 

84.7 

85.2 

. 104,779 

Ui;379 

31,335 

35,309 

72,675 

75,293 

69.4 

67.6 

. 108,927 

102,602 

50,214 

49,592 

58,051 

52,450 

53.3 

51.1 

91,478 

84,247 

60,905 

50,973 

40, 133 

32,921 

43.9 

39.1 

. 54,618 

51,730 

37,348 

35,922 

17,067 

15,631 

31.2 

30.2 

. 30,966 

23,467 

23,373 

17,532 

7,492 

5,876 

24.2 

26.0 

4,403 

1,190 

2,045 

396 

2,290 

654 

52.0 

55.0 

. 57,677 

20,214 

50,271 

23,365 

6,607 

2,344 

11.3 

8.9 

56,980 

26,085 

49,668 

23,274 

6,438 

2,326 

11.3 

8.9 

1,654 

1,745 

1,104 

1,519 

477 

178 

28.8 

10.2 

15,956 

6,912 

13,413 

5,963 

2,259 

795 

14.2 

11.5 

17, 125 

7,061 

14,970 

6,276 

1,915 

646 

11.2 

9 2 

11,731 

6,068 

10,450 

6,492 

1,126 

476 

9.6 

7.8 

7,r36 

2,950 

7,139 

2,739 

504 

170 

6.6 

5.8 

2,778 

1,359 

2.592 

1,286 

168 

61 

5.7 

4.5 

697 

129 

603 

91 

09 

18 

9.9 

14.0 


Number. 


Per cent of aU 
farm operators. 
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GENERAL TABLES. 


Ta^biiE 01* l^RM Ope:]^tor.Sj by Age aind Tenure, viitii PEHrENTACtF of 
Tenants in Each Age Group, by Biyisions and States: 102(> and rontd. 


DIVISION OR STATE 
AND AGE. 


ALL FARM 
OPERATORS. 


Mountain — C ont inued . 
IDASO, total.. 


Reporting age 

under 26 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

56 to 64 years 

65 years and over . . 
Not reporting age 

Wyoming, total 

Reporting age 

TJnder 25 years. , . . 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over . , 
N ot reporting age 


Colorado, total 

Reporting age 

Under 25 years 

25 to 34 years 

36 to 44 years 

45 to 64 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over . 
Not reporting age. . . 


1920 


1910 


New Mexico, total.. 

Reporting age 

Under 25 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

66 years and over , 
N ot reporting age. . . 


Arizona^ total 

Reporting age 

Under 25 years - - . 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

65 to 64 years 

65 years and over . 
N ot reporting age. . . 

Utah, total 

R^ortingage 

Under 26 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

55 to 64 years 

65 years and over. 
N ot reporting age. - . 


Nevada, total 

Reporting age 

under 25 years 

25 to 34 years 

35 to 44 years 

45 to 54 years 

65 to 64 years 

65 years and over . 
Not reporting age. - . 


42,106 

41,150 

1,689 

0,599 

11,753 

9,680 

6,075 

2.354 
956 

15,748 

15,4.36 

616 

4,090 

4,557 

3,300 

2,049 

844 

292 

59,934 

59,000 

2,414 

13,965 

15,885 

13,702 

9,082 

3,952 

934 

29,844 

29,437 

1.354 
5,965 
7,207 
7,048 
5,098 
2,765 

407 

9,976 

9,700 

373 

2,013 

2,816 

2,359 

1,458 

682 

275 

25 , 662 
25,219 
1,265 
5,566 
6,667 
5,973 
3,984 
1,774 
443 

3, 163 
3,073 
81 
597 
927 
763 
448 
257 
90 


30,807 

30,720 

1,478 

7,519 

8,777 

7,459 

3,873 

I, 614 

87 

10,987 
10,850 
662 
3,029 
3, 108 
2,370 
1,163 
518 
137 

46,170 

45,254 

2,606 

10,860 

II, 890 
11,084 

6,081 

2,733 

916 

35. 676 
35,243 

2.484 
8,732 
8,770 
7,600 
5, 172 

2.485 
433 

9,227 
8,077 
380 
1,730 
2,175 
1,937 
1, 148 
707 
1,150 

21.676 
21,617 


1,740 


86 




, Percent of all 
farmoperatiRv. 


1 1926 

1910 ! 

1 

1920 ’ 

1910 

1940 

1910 

1 

34,647 

t 

27,169 

1 

6,701 

3,188 j 

15.9 i 

10 3 

33,830 

27,105 

f.,587 

3,171 

16.0 

10 3 

988 

1,058 

633 

378 

37.5 

25 6 

7,010 

6,252 f 

2,341 

1 , in 

24.4 

14.8 

9,673 

7,834 

1,863 

826 

15.9 

9.4 

8,476 

6,829 

1,093 

543 

11.3 

7.3 

5,510 

8,593 

507 

246 

aa 

6.4 

2,173 

1,539 

150 

67 

6.4 

4.2 

817 

64 

114 

17 

n.9 

19.5 

13,403 

9,779 

1,96S 

897 

12,5 

8.2 

13,163 

9,687 

1,926 

88.3 

12.5 ! 

8.1 

465 

.551 

119 

88 

19.3 1 

13.3 

3,375 

2,602 

587 

332 

14.4 

11. 0 

3,798 

2,792 

644 

243 

14.1 ! 

7.8 

2,868 

2,170 

367 

135 

11.1 j 

5.7 

1,876 

1,077 

155 

68 

7.6 1 

5.8 

781 

495 

54 

17 

6.4 1 

3.3 

240 

92 

42 

14 

14.4 1 

10.2 

45,291 

36,993 

13,763 

8,300 

23.0 

18.2 

44,599 

36,117 

13,546 

8, ,358 

23.0 ; 

18.5 

1,175 

1,778 

1, 167 

762 

48.3 

29.2 

9,266 

7,938 

4,422 

2,684 

31.7 1 

24.7 

11,766 

9,253 

3,903 

2,414 

24.6 1 

20.3 

11,048 

9,314 

2,488 

1,616 

1&2 • 

14.6 

7,830 

6,357 

1,164 

654 

12.8 

10.8 

3,515 

2,477 

402 

228 

10.2 

8.3 

692 

876 

217 

32 

23.2 

3.5 

25,766 

33,398 

3,656 

1,957 

12.2 

5.5 

25,419 

32,982 

S, 596 

1,946 

12.2 

.5.5 

968 

2,294 

335 

154 

24.7 

6.2 

4,886 

8,122 1 

951 

524 

15. 9 

6.0 

6, 189 

8,140 

911 

530 

12.6 

6.0 

6,232 

7, 131 

741 

414 

10.6 

5.4 

4,596 

4,901 

458 

242 

9.0 

4.7 

2,548 

2^394 

200 

82 

7.2 

3.3 

337 

416 

59 

11 

14.5 

2.5 

7,869 

8,203 

1,801 

861 

18.1 

9.3 

7,671 

7,060 

1,754 

860 

18.1 

10.6 

229 

285 

124 

84 

33.2 

22.1 

1,439 

1,467 

492 

215 

24.4 

12.4 

2,181 

1,903 

546 

233 

19.4 

10.7 

1,910 

1,713 

396 

188 

16.8 

9.7 

1,288 

1,032 

147 

99 

10. 1 

8.6 

624 

660 

49 

41 

7.2 

5.8 

198 

1,143 

47 

1 

17.1 

0.1 

22,579 

19,762 

2,787 

1,720 

10.9 

7.9 

22,212 

19,7;H0 

2,724 

1,711 

10.8 

7.9 

792 

604 

415 

320 

32.8 

34.1 

4,463 

3, 799 

1,007 

687 

18.1 

15.1 

6,862 

5,487 

733 

355 

11.0 

6.0 

5,561 

6,101 

367 

217 

6.1 

4.1 

3,811 

3,040 

156 

97 

3.9 

3.1 

1,723 

1,699 

46 

35 

2.6 

2.0 

367 

32 

63 

9 

14.2 

15.3 

2,699 

2,176 

296 

333 

9.4 

12.4 

2,626 

2,163 

288 

331 

9.4 

12.4 

64 

50 

20 

29 

24.7 

33.7 

459 

406 

104 

127 

17.4 

21.5 

784 

579 

83 

82 

9.0 

U.5 

677 

536 

50 

61 

6.6 

9.6 

405 

355 

25 

26 

5.6 

6.6 

247 

237 

6 

6 

2* 3 

2.4 

73 

12 

8 

2 

8.9 

12.5 


50687® — 24 14 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 61 .— Fabm Opbeators. by Aob anb Tbnueb, with Pbtcbn^qb ob 
Tenants in Each Age Group, by Divisions and States; 1920 and 1910— Oontd. 
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Table 62. — ^Farm Operators by Race, NATtvrry, and TExirRE, with Per Cen t 
Distribution by Tenure, by Divisions and States: 


DIVISION OR STATE AND 
TENXTRE. 


UNITED STATES. 


Total 

Owners... 

Managers. 

Tenants.. 


Geographic Divisions. 


NUMBER or FARM OPERATORS. 


Total, 


6,448,343 

'3,925,090 

68,449 

2,454,804 


New England, total i 156,664 

Owners 140, 160 

Managers i 4,802 

Tenants j 11,602 

425,147 
327, lO-t 
9,853 
88, 190 


Middle Atlantic, total. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


East North Central, total... 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


1,084,744 
766,786 
13,551 
304,407 

West North Central, total. .|i, 096, 951 

Owners 711,1^ 

Managers l 10,776 

Tenants | 375,019 


Native 

white.* 


Forrfgn- 

born 

white. 


4,917,386 581,068 

3,227,621 464,347 

' 59,035 7,188 

1,630,830 ! 109,533 


South Atlantic, total 11,158,976 

Owners j 607,089 

Managers 9,799 

Tenants 642,088 


East South Central, total.. .(1,051,600 


Owners., 
Managers. 
Tenants- - 


West South Central, total. . 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


Mountain, total.. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


Pacific, total.. 

Owners 

Managers.. 
Tenants. . 


New England. 


525,808 

3,506 

522,286 

990,088 

464,328 

5,013 

526,747 

244,109 

202,515 

4,116 

37,478 

234,164 

180,144 

7,033 

46,987 


Maine, totaL 

Owners t ^5,437 

Managers > ^ 

Tenants 1 2,004 

20,523 
18,604 
546 
1,373 


New Hampshire, total.. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


Vermont, total.. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


Massachusetts, total. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants.... 


29,075 
26, 121 
568 


32,001 

28,087 

1,627 

2,287 


128,028 

114,804 

3,754 

9,470 

376,701 

287,821 

8,478 

30,402 

935,492 

641,233 

12,086 

282,173 

883,809 

545,283 

9,509 

329,017 

767,771 

493,214 

8,508 

261,049 

740,862 

487,447 

3,045 

270,370 

724,301 

382,668 

4,407 

337,226 

197,678 

163,248 

3,692 

30,838 

162,744 

126,803 

6,656 

30,285 


Colored. 


949,889 

233,222 

2,226 

714,441 


28,265 
25, 138 
1,030 
2,097 

46,910 

38,308 

1,285 

7,317 

144,775 

122,469 

1,394 

20,912 

206,223 

160,997 

1,183 

44,043 

7,373 

6,212 

334 

827 

3,506 

2,821 

54 

631 

39,937 

22,274 

200 

17,463 

40,084 

34,905 

497 

5,582 

63,096 

51,223 

1,211 

10,661 


PER CENT DWRUfUTK-N 


43,830 
41,338 
689 
i,r- 

17,890 

16,225 

472 

1,193 

25,280 

21,719 

506 

3,055 

22,950 

20,157 

1,191 

1,602 


4,384 

4,086 

97 

201 

2,619 

2,367 

73 

179 

3,767 

3,381 

59 

327 

8,930 

7,823 

429 

678 


Native 

white. 


born , 
while. 1 


100.0 
60.9 
1 . 1 , 
.38. 1 


mo 

65.6 

1.2 

33.2 


mo 100.0 

79.9 24.6 

1.2 0.2 

18.9 7.12 


271 
218 
IS I 
35 

i,5;i6 

975 

90 

471 

4,477 

3,084 

71 

1,322 

6,919 

4,876 

84 

1,959 

383,832 

102,663 

957 

280,212 

307,232 
55,. 540 
407 
251,285 

231,850 

69,386 

406 

172,058 

5,447 

4,382 

27 

1,058 

8,325 

2,118 

166 

6,041 


100.0 
89.5 I 
3. 1 * 

7.4 

100.0 

76.9 

2.3 

20.7 

100.0 
7a 7 
1.2 
28.1 

100.0 

64.8 

1.0 

34.2 

!i 

100. 0 i 

52.4 I 

0.8 i 

46.8 ; 

100.0 ! 

50.0 { 
0.3 

49.7 1 

loao 

46.6 

0.5 

52.9 

100.0 

83.0 

1.7 

15.4 


mo 

89. 7 

2.9 
7.4 

100.0 

76.4 

2.3 
21.3 

100.0 

68.5 

1.3 

30.2 

loao 

61.7 

1. I 

37.2 

loao 

64.9 ; 

1.1 

34.0 ; 

100.0 I 

63.1 t 
0.4 1 

36.5 I 

100.0 

52.8 

0.6 

46.6 


mo 

88.9 

3.6 ; 

7.4 ' 

mo 

81.7 

2.7 

15.6 

loao ! 

84.6 

1.0 

14.4 

loao 

78.1 

0.6 

21.4 

mo 1 

84.3 

4.5 

11.2 

mo ! 

80.5 I 
1.5 

lao 1 

mo 

55.8 

0.5 

43.7 


mo mo 

82.6 85.2 

1.8 i 1.2 

16.6 t 13.6 


100.0 .i 

76.9 } 
3.0 
20.1 


21 

3 

4 

121 

107 

7 

7 


100.0 

77,9 

3.6 

1&6 


UlO. 0 

6.6 

12.9 

mo 

63. 5 
5.9 

30.7 

mo 

68. 9 
1.6 

29.5 

100.0 
70. .5 
1.2 
2H.3 

mo 

26.7 

0,2 

73.0 

100.0 

18.1 

0.1 

81.8 

100.0 

25.6 

0.2 

74.2 

mo 

aai 

0.5 

19,4 


mo 100.0 

81.2 25.4 

1.9 2.0 

16.9 1 72.6 


100.0 
94.2 
1.6 1 
4.2 

mo ! 

90.6 ; 

2.7 

6.7 I 

mo : 

86.4 I 

2.0 I 

11.6 , 

100 . 0 ! 

87.8 ; 

5.1 ! 

7.1 


mo 

94.3 

1.6 

4.1 

mo 

90.7 

2.6 

6.7 

mo i 
85.9 > 
2.0 ' 

12.1 

100,0 ! 
H7.8 
5.2 , 
7.0 : 


I 


mo 

93.2 

2.2 

4.6 

mo 

9a4 

2.8 

6.8 

mo i 

89.8 I 

1.6 

8.7 I 

100.0 I 

87.6 

4.8 : 
7,6 . 


mo 

100.0 


100.0 

85-7 

7.1 

7.1 

100.0 

75. 0 
10.7 
14.3 

100.0 

KS.4 

5.5 

8.5 


1 Includes white farmers with country of birth not reported. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES 


Table 62. — Fakm Operators by Race, Nativity, and Tenure, with Per Cent 
Distribution by Tenure, by Divisions and States: 1920— Continued. 



NUMBER OF FARM OPERATORS. 

PER CENT DISTRIBXmON. 

niyiSlON Olt STATU AND 
TUNtriUB. 

Total, 

Native 

white.' 

Foreign- 

bom 

white. 

Colored. 

Total. 

Native 

white. 

Foreign. 

bom 

white. 

Col- 

ored. 

New England— C on. 









Rhode Island, total 

4,083 

3, 123 

940 

20 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

3,245 

2,521 

710 

14 

79.5 

80.7 

75.5 

70.0 

Managers 

206 

153 

51 

1 

5.0 

4.9 

6.4 

6.0 

Tenants 

633 

449 

179 

5 

15.5 

14.4 

19.0 

25.0 

Connecticut, total 

22,655 

14,965 

7,626 

75 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

19,666 

12,844 

6,771 

51 

86.8 

85.9 

88.8 

68.0 

Managers 

1,070 

743 

321 

6 

4.7 

5.0 

4.2 

8.0 

Tenants 

1,919 

1,368 

538 

18 

8.5 

9.1 

7.0 

24.0 

Middle Atlantic. 









New York, total 

193,19.5 

166,869 

25,776 

550 

300,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

151,717 

130,404 

20,884 

429 

78.5 

78.1 

81.0 

78.0 

Managers 

4,376 

3,586 

766 

25 

2.3 

2.1 

3.0 

4.5 

Tenants 

37,102 

32,879 

4,127 

96 

19.2 

19.7 

16.0 

17.5 

New Jeesey, total 

29,702 

22,555 

6,612 

535 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

21,889 

16,046 

5,558 

285 

73.7 

71.1 

84.1 

53.3 

Managers 

987 

779 

188 

20 

3.3 

3.5 

2.8 

3.7 

Tenants 

6,826 

5,730 

866 

230 

23.0 

25.4 

13.1 

43.0 

Pennsylvania, total 

202,250 

187,277 

14,522 

451 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

153,498 

141,371 

11,866 

261 

75.9 

75.5 

81.7 

67.9 

Managers 

4,490 

4,113 

332 

45 

2.2 

2.2 

2.3 

10.0 

Tenants 

44,262 

41,793 

2,324 

145 

21.9 

22.3 

16.0 

32.2 

East North Central. 









Ohio, total 

256,695 

241,075 

14,004 

1,616 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

177,986 

166,688 

11, 246 

1,063 

69.3 

68.7 

80.3 

65.2 

Managers 

3,065 

2,842 

187 

36 

1.2 

1.2 

1.3 

2.2 

Tenants 

76,644 

72,545 

2,572 

627 

29.5 

30.1 

18.4 

32.6 

Indiana, total 

206,126 

198, 156 

6,398 

572 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

137,210 

131, 737 

5,167 

306 

66.9 

66.5 

80.8 

53.5 

Managers 

2,329 

2,251 

64 

14 

1.1 

1.1 

1.0 

2.4 

Tenants 

65,687 

64,168 

1, 167 

252 

32.0 

32.4 

18.2 

44.1 

Illinois, total 

237,181 

214, 177 

22,111 

893 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

132,574 

118, 774 

13,266 

534 

55.9 

55.5 

60.0 

59.8 

Managers 

3,411 

3,124 

278 

9 

1.4 

1.5 

1.3 

1.0 

T«mnts 

101, 196 

92,279 

8,567 

350 

42.7 

43.1 

38.7 

39.2 

Michigan, total 1 

196,447 

147,450 

48,264 

733 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners i 

159,406 

115,624 

43,219 

563 

81.1 

78.4 

89.5 

76.8 

Managers 

2,319 

1,925 

385 

9 

1.2 

1.3 

0.8 

1.2 

Tenants 

34,722 

29,901 

4,660 

161 

17,7 

20.3 

9.7 

22.0 

WiacoNsTK, total 

189,295 

134, 634 

53,998 

663 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

1.59, 610 

109,410 

1,944 

49,572 

628 

84.3 

81. 3 

91.8 

94.7 

Managers 

2,427 

480 

3 

1.3 

1.4 

0.9 

0.5 

Tenants 

West North Centrai.. 

27,258 

23,280 

3,946 

32 

14.4 

17.3 

7.3 

4.8 

Minnesota, total 

178,478 

110,966 

67,305 

207 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

Managers 

132,744 

1,.596 

74,871 

1,227 

57,696 

368 

9,241 

177 

1 

74.4 

0 9 

67.5 

1 1 

85.7 

0 5 

85.5 
0. 5 

Tenants 

44,138 

34,868 

29 

24!? 

3i!4 

13*. 7 

I 4 I 0 

JowA, total 

213, 4.39 

181, 109 

32,221 

109 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

121,888 

100,741 

21, 073 

74 

57, 1 

55.6 

65.4 

67.9 

Managers 

2, 487 

2,278 

208 

1 

1.2 

1.3 

0.6 

0.9 

Tenants 

89,064 

78,090 

10,940 

34 

41.7 

43.1 

34.0 

31.2 

Missouri, total 

263,004 

251,835 

8,343 

7,346 

2,826 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

185, a30 

176,040 

1,644 

70.4 

69.9 

88.0 

58.2 

Managers 

2,247 

2,124 

76 

48 

0.9 

0.8 

0.9 

1.7 

Tinants 

75, 727 

73, 671 

922 

1,134 

28.8 

29.3 

11. 1 

40,1 

North Dakota, total 

77,600 

40,899 

36,248 

543 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners.... 

Managers 

56,917 

855 

27,489 

627 

28,959 

226 

469 

2 

73,3 

1. 1 

67.2 
1. 5 

79.9 

0.6 

86.4 

0.4 

Tenants 

: 19,918 

12,783 

7,063 

72 

25.6 

31.3 

19.5 

13.3 


1 Includes white farmers with country of birth not reported. 
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Table 62. — Farm Operators by Race, Nativity, akd Tenure, with PerOnt 
Distribution by Tenure, by Divisions and Stated; 1920— <,VjntinuiHL 


DIVISION OR STATE AND 
TENXniE. 


WEST North Central— Con. 


SOUTH Dakota, total.. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


Nebraska, total. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


KANSAS, total. 
Owners — 
Managers. . 
Tenants. .. 


South Atlantic. 


Delaware, total. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


3£aryland, total. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


Dist. op Columbia, total. , 

Owners 

"* Managers 

Tenants ... 


Virginia, total . 

Owners 

Managers. . . 
Tenants — 


West Virginia, total.. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


North Carolina, total.. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


South Carolina, total. 
Owners 


Tenants 

Georgia, total. 

Owners 

Managers. . . 
Tenants — 
Florida, total.. 

Owners 

Managers... 
Tenants — 


Kentucky, total . . 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 

Tennessee, total.. 

Owners 

Managers 

Tenants 


NUMBER OF FARM OPERATORS. 


PER CENT lUSTRIBL’TION. 



East South Central. 


Native 

white.i 


Foreign- 
born I Colored, 
white. I 


74,637 
47, 815 
781 
26,041 

124,417 

69,672 

1,315 

53,430 

165,286 

97,090 

1,495 

66,701 


10,140 

6,010 

144 

3,986 

47,908 

32,805 

1,262 

13,841 

204 

100 

19 

85 

186,242 
136,363 
2, 134 
47,745 

87,289 

72,101 

1,090 

14,098 

269,763 
151,376 
928 
117, 459 

192,693 
67, 724 
738 
124,231 

310,732 
102, 123 
1,635 
206,954 
54,006 
38, 487 
1,829 
13>6S9 


52,700 

31,450 

654 

20,596 

99,441 
51,829 
1, 183 
46,429 

146,859 
82,863 
1, 416 
62,580 


8,905 

5,334 

125 

3,446 

40,130 
27,914 
1,056 
11, 160 

153 

72 

14 

6 ’ 

136,874 

103,988 

1,904 

30,982 

86,033 
71,181 
1,071 
13,781 i 


193,081 
128,774 1 
820 ♦ 
63,487 

83,542 
44,859 
551 
38, 132 

ISO, 217 

85.836 
1,432 

92,949 

38.836 
30,256 

1,535 

7,045 


270,626 

179,327 

969 

90,330 

252,774 
148,082 
807 
103, 885 


20,325 

14,900 

117 

5,308 

24,592 

17,589 

128 

6,875 

17,189 

13,434 

61 

3,694 


256,886 

173,070 

918 

82,898 

213, 832 
137,644 
748 
75,440 


363 

321 

6 

36 

1,569 

1,342 

55 

172 

31 

19 

4 

8 

1,582 1 
1,426 
33 I 
123 I 

752 

517 

11 

224 

392 

325 

12 

55 

141 

106 

4 

31 

328 

245 

16 

67 

2,215 
1,911 
193 
111 


1,112 

938 

16 

158 

760 

698 

6 

156 



Nativ, Forelgu 

white, 


J,612 

1,465 

10 

137 


100.0 
64 I 
1.0 
34.9 


384 100.0 

254 1 56.0 

4 1.1 

126 42.9 


1,238 

793 

18 

427 


872 I 
35.5 
13 
561 

6,209 
3,549 
151 
2*, 509 

20 

9 

1 

10 

47,786 

30,949 

197 

16,640 

504 > 
403 I 
8 I 
93 ; 

76,290 j 
22,277 
96 ! 
53,917 

109, 010 
22,759 
183 

86,068 

130, 187 
16,042 
207 
113,938 
12,954 
6,320 
101 
6,533 


12,628 

6,319 

35 

7,274 

38,182 

9,840 

53 

28,289 


100.0 

5H.7 

0.9 

40.4 


100.0 

59.3 
1.4 

39.3 

100.0 

08.5 

2.6 

28.9 

100.0 

49.0 

9.3 
41.7 

100.0 

73 2 

1.1 

25.6 

100.0 

82.6 

1 . 

16. 

100 . 

56. 

0 . 

43. 

100 . 

33. 

0 . 

64. 

100. 

32. 

0 . 

66 . 

100 . 

71.3 
3. 

25. 


100 . 

06. 

0 . 

38. 

100 . 

58. 

0 

41, 


surf'd. 


100 0 ! 

59.7 

1.2 1 

;i9. i ; 

mo i 

52.1 

1.2 

46.7 

100.0 
56.4 , 
1.0 ! 
42.6 


100,0 

73.3 

0.6 

26.1 

100.0 

71.5 

0.5 

28.0 

100.0 

78.2 

0.4 

2L5 


I 


100.0 

100.0 

59.9 

88.4 

1.4 

1.7 

38.7 

9.9 

100.0 

100.0 

69.6 

85.5 

2.6 

35 

27.8 

11.0 

100.0 

mo 

47.1 

61.3 

9.2 

12.9 

43.8 

25.8 j 

100.0 

100.0 

76.0 

90.1 

1.4 

31 

22,6 

7.8 

100.0 

i 100.0 

S2.7 

68.8 

1.2 

1.5 

16.0 

29.8 

100.0 

100.0 

66.7 

82.9 

0.4 

31 

32.9 

14.0 

100.0 

100.0 

53.7 

75.2 

0.7 

2.S 

45.6 

22.0 1 

100.0 

100, 0 1 

47.6 

74.7 i 

0.8 

4.9 1 

61.6 

20.4 j 

1 100.0 

mo , 

1 77.9 

85.3 I 

1 4.0 

87 

I 1S.X 

5.0 


100.0 

67.4 
0.4 

32.2 

100.0 

64.4 
0.3 

35.3 


100 . 

84. 

1 . 

14. 

100 . 

73 

0 . 

23 


1110 0 
90 9 
0 (» 
3 5 

100 0 
1 

1.0 

32. S 

mo 

6il 

1.5 

34.5 


100.0 

40.7 
I 5 

57 8 

100.0 

57 2 

2.4 

40.4 

100.0 

41.0 
5 0 

50 U 

100 0 

64.8 
0 4 

34 8 

100.0 

80.0 

1.6 

18.5 

100.0 

29.2 

0.1 

70.7 

100.0 

20.9 

0.2 

75.0 

lOJ.O 

12.3 

0.2 

87.5 
100 0 

4H.8 

0.8 

50.4 


100-0 
42.1 
0 3 
67.6 
100.0 
25.8 
0.1 
74 I 


1 Includes white farmers with country of birth not reported. 
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Table 62# — ^Parm Operators by Race, Nativity, and Tenure, with Per Cent 
Distribution by Tenure, by Divisions and States: 192(>— -Continued. 


DIVISION OB STATE AND 
TXKDBX. 


East South Central— C on. 


NUMBER or FARM OPERATORS. 



Alabama, total.. 

Owners 

ManBg«rs 

Tenants 


liissaissippx, total. 
Owners... ••• . 

Managers 

Tenants 


West South Central. 


Arkansas, total. 

Owners 

Mansers 

Tenants 


Louisiana, total. 

Owners....... 

Managers 

Tenants 


Oklahoma, total. 

Owners 

Mansers 

Tenants 


Texas, total.. 

Owners 

Managers. 
Tenants. . 


PER CENT DISTRIBUTION. 



Montana, total 57,677 

Owners 50,271 

Managers 899 

Tenants 6,507 

Idaho, total 42,106 

Owners 34,647 

Managers 758 

Tenants 6,701 

Wtomino, total 15,748 

Owners 13,403 

Managers 377 

Tenants 1,968 

Colorado, total 59,934 

Owners 45.201 

Managers 880 

Tenants 13,763 

New Mexico, total 29, 844 

Owners 25,766 

Managers 433 

Tenants 3,655 

Arizona, total 9, 976 

Owners 7,869 

Managers 305 

Tenants 1.801 


Utah, total 25,662 

Owners 22,579 

Managers 296 

Tenants 2,787 

Nevada, total 3,163 

Owners 2, 609 

Managers 168 

Tenants 296 


1,063 100.0 

985 87.2 

10 1.6 

68 11.8 


169 100.0 

123 85.1 

2. 4 

46 12.5 


646 lOO. 0 100. 0 

553 78.9 78.5 

6 3. 1 3. 3 

88 18.1 18.3 

414 100. 0 100. 0 

239 88, 0 87. 8 

3 1.2 1.3 

172 10.9 10.9 


' Includes white farmers vrith country of birth not reported. 
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Table 62.— Farm Operators by Race, Nativity. aj<» Tenure, with Per Cent 
D isTRiBtraoN BY TENURE, BY DIVISIONS AND STATES; 1920— (loRtinued. 


mJUBEB or lAXH OrESATOSS. 


DmSlON OR STATE AND 
TENURE. 

Total. 

Native 

white.i 

Foreign- 

born 

white. 

Colored. 1 

B 

Native 

white. 

ForeMfG- 

born 

white. 

Cd- 

ored. 

Pacific. 

Washington, total 

66,288 

45,265 

19,757 

266! 

100.0 

! 100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Owners 

52,701 

34,970 

17,214 

517! 

79.5 

77.3 

S7.1 

40.8 

Managers 

1,168 

941 

218 

9 

1.8 

i 11 ' 

1.1 

0.7 

Tenants 

12,419 

9,354 

2,325 

Hi 

18.7 

20.7 

11.8 

6KS 

Oregon, total 

60,206 

40,484 

9,149 

573 


100.0 

loao 

100.0 

Owners 

39,863 

31,a569 

7,936 

358 

79.4 


H6.7 

615 

Managers 

916 

802 

106 

8 

1.8 

1 10 

1.2 

1.4 

Tenants 

9,427 

8,113 

1,107 1 

207 

18.8 

20.0 

111 

36.1 

Caufornia, total 

117,670 

76,995 

34,189 

6,486 

100.0 


mo 

mo 

Owners 

87,580 i 

60,264 

26 073 


74.4 

78.3 

76.3 

19.2 

M^agers 

4 949 

3,913 

887 

149 

4.2 

1 5.1 

16 

13 

Tenants 

25,141 

12 818 

7,229 

5,094 

21.4 

1 16.6 

21.1 

78.5 


PER CENT nimmunoN. 


1 Includes white fanners with country of Wrth not reported. 
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Table 63#—Farms, Tei^ant Faems, and Seaee-tenant Farms, 1920; and 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties, 


COUNTY. 


NUMBER OF FARMS, 

1920. 

PER CENT OF 
TENANCY. 

COUNTY. 

NUMBER OF FAEMS, 
1920. 

PER CENT OF 
TENANCY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 
ten- 
ant. » 

1920 

1910 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 
ten- 
ant. 1 

1920 

1910 


ALABAMA. 


TLe state. 

Autauga.... 

Baldwin 

Barbour.... 

Bibb 

Blount 

Bullock 

Butler 

Calhoun 

Chambers... 

Cherokee.... 

Chilton 

Choctaw. . . . 

Clarke 

Clay 

Cleburne.... 

Coffee 

Colbert 

Conecuh.... 

Coosa 

Covington... 

Crenshaw... 

Cullman 

Dale 

Dallas 

Dekalb 

Elmore 

Escambia... 
Etowah 

Fayette 

FrankUn.... 

Geneva 

Greene 

Hale 


256,090 

148,2691 87,676 

57.9 

CO. 2 

Henry 

■Rrtiistop- 

3,442 

4,612 

2,422 

2,789 

1,665 

1,887 

' 70.4 
60.J 

2,481 

1,453 

654 

58.0 

69.8 

Jackson 

^584 

2,914 

2,702 

62.2 

2, 122 

271 

91 

12.8 

14.7 

Jefferson 

3,669 

1,373 

603 

37.4 

4,268 

3,083 

1,839 

72.2 

71.8 

Lamar 

2,762 

1,219 

1,132 

44.1 

1>844 

883 

680 

47.9 

61.1 






4,019 

1,581 

1,395 

39.3 

41.9 

Lauderdale.. . 

4,962 

2,635 

1,796 

53.1 






Lawrence 

4,535 

2,768 

1,65L 

61.0 

3,700 

3, 196 

1,223 

86.4 

89.1 

Lee 

3,481 

2,373 

1,376 

68.2 

3,627 

1,999 

964 

55.1 

60.6 

Limestone 

5,351 

3,249 

2,512 

60.7 

3,521 

2,135 

1,805 

60.6 

59.5 

Lowndes 

5,118 

4,482 

833 

87.6 

4.918 

3.466 

2,162 

70.5 

75.1 






3,717 

2,262 

2,156 

60.9 

61.2 

Macon 

3,956 

3, 176 

1, 278 

80.3 






Madison 

6,158 

3,910 

3,102 

63.5 

3,443 

1,494 


43.4 

40.5 

Marengo 

6,004 

4, 144 

1,717 

69.0 

3,039 

1,617 

m 

53.2 

53.8 

Marion. 

3,531 

1,349 

1,260 

38.2 

3,762 

1,675 

746 

44.5 

49.4 

Marshall 

5,399 

2,581 

2,350 

47.8 

3,576 

1, m 

1,404 

47,1 

47.6 






2,235 

1,010 

895 

45.2 

45.8 

Mobile 

1,240 

129 

36 

10.4 






Monroe. 

4,437 

2,663 

738 

60.0 

4,789 

3,095 

2,210 

64.6 

57.0 

Montgomery.. 

4,560 

3,673 

1,273 

80.7 

3,018 

1,890 

1,091 

62,6 

65.4 

Morgan 

4,344 

2,369 

1,958 

64.5 

3,649 

1,635 

TO 

44.8 

43.7 

Perry 

4,302 

3,007 

1,300 

69.9 

1,980 

955 

727 

48.2 

54.7 






4,264 

2,061; 

1,491 

48.3 

37.7 

Pickens 

3,321 

1,928 

943 

68.1 


1 




Pike 

4,472 

3,241 

2,078 

72.5 

3,075 

2,037 

1,324 

55.4 

53.6 

Randolph 

4,181 

2, 127 

1,798 

50.9 

5,594 

1,803 

1,544 

32.2 

32.1 

Russell 

3,306 

2,632 

1,226 

79.6 

3,438i 

l,99*j 

l,4a5 

58. 1 

57.7 

St.Clair 

2,706 

1, 192 

986 

44.1 

7,124 

6,091 

776 

85.5 

89,2 











Shelby 

2,469 

1, 137 

843 

46.1 

5,636 

2,232 

2,018 

39.6 

40.4 

Sumter 

3,747 

2,956 

1,046 

78.9 

3,726, 2,073 

1,073 

55.6 

58.2 

Talladega 

4,115 

2,623 

1,823 

63.7 

2,069 699 

430 

33.8 

23.8 

Tallapoosa 

3,940 

2,318 

1,618 

58.8 

3,832; 2,176 

1,953 

56.8 

53,5 

Tuscaloosa . . . 

4,335 

1,990 

1, 194 

45.9 

2,8251 1.109 

990 

39.3 

41.9 

Walker 

2,949 

894 

678 

30.3 

1 3, 157 

1,483 

1,202 

47.0 

48.2 

Washington... 

1,400 

375 

166 

26.8 

1 4,085; 2,374 

1,811 

58.1 

46.4 

Wilcox 

5,461 

4,367 

1,076 

80.0 

3, 139 

2,520 

472 

80.3 

82.1 

Winston 

2,172 

522 

450 

24.0 

1 3,816 2,704 

1,494 

70.9 

74.1 







ABIZOITA. 


9,975 

1,801 

m 

18.1 

9.3 

337 


15 

6.8 

sTi 

1,261 


35 

7.7 

4.0 

362 

35 

14 

9.7 

2.9 

289 

21 

10 

7.3 

4.5 

870 

128 

94 

14.7 


262 

51 

31 

19.5 

(^) 


68.3 

52.3 

53.3 

31.8 
40.2 

51.6 

58.4 

73.4 

65.1 

88.6 

82^5 

66.6 

76.5 

36.2 

46.5 

12.1 

60.9 

87.2 

51.7 

76.8 

60.9 

71.5 

54.2 

79.3 

47.9 

46.7 

81.1 

69.1 

62.1 

48.4 

28.5 

30.6 
83.3 

23.7 


The State 

Apache.... 

Cochise 

Coconino... 

Gila 

Graham.... 

Greenlee... 


Maricopa 

3,930 

1,010 

477 

25.7 

18.3 

Mohave 

130 

12 

9 

9.2 

0.9 

Navaio 

341 

27 

12 

7.9 

3.2 

Pima 

434 

62 

27 

14.3 

7.7 

Pinal 

293 

69 

22 

23.5 

2.9 

Santa Cruz 

248 

08 

24 

15.3 

17.6 

Yavapai 

598 

81 

22 

13.5 

13.2 

Yuma 

630 

148 

95 

23.5 

8.0 


I Share tenants in Southern States include croppers, 
a County boundary changed between 1910 and 1920. 
» County formed smee 1910. 
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Table 63.— Farms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1020; and 
Percentage or Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties— Contd. 


2rDHBEB OF FABHS, 

PER CENT OF 

1920. 

TENANCY. 



TbeState... 232,604119,221 94,881 51.31 


Arkansas 2 , 121 

Ashley 3, 216 

Baxter 1,711 

Benton 5, 094 

Boone 2, 317 

Bradley 1,895 

Calhoun 1, 684 

CarroU 2,659 

Chicot 3,663 

Clark 3,292 


Clay 

Cleburne 

Cleveland 

Columbia 

Conway 


Crai^ead 

Crawford 

Crittenden — 

Cross 

Dallas 


Desha — 

Drew 

Faulkner. 

Franklin. 

Fulton... 


Garland 

Grant 

Greene 

Hempstead... 
Hot Spring — 

Howard 

Independence. 

Xzard 

Jackson 

JeSerson 


Johnson... 
Lafayette - 


813 48.2 
1,681 63.2 
408 27.4 
803 20.9 


Lawrence. 

Lee 

Lmooln... 


22.6 >23.4 

21.9 20.7 

48. 1 49. 8 

66.6 51.9 
26.3 26.7 


Uttle Eiver.. 

Logan 

Lonoke 

Madison 

Marion 


Miller 

Mississippi... 

Monroe 

Montgomery. 
Nevada 


Newton.. 

; Ouachita. 
Perry..,. 
Phillips.. 

I Pike..... 


1,603 1,252 58.1 58.9 

3,672 2,799 75.0 74.7 
2,812 1,969 72.8 68.7 

1,296 1,100 52.0 58.3 

1,546 1,284 39.5 45.2 


1,096 49.41 45.1 

4,305 82.9, 81.6 
1,702 69.4i 7H.5 
m 25.7 « 27. 2 
1,683 48.2 36.6 

358 21, 4 2& 0 
731 37.1; 32.9 

455 45.0 47.3 
3,318 80.7 81.2 
496 31.8 33.1 


2,618 1,292 

6,511 5,400 
3,305 2,294 


2,028 4 

2,326 8 

1,265 5 

5,774 4,6 

1 762 5 


Poinsett.. 

Polk 

Pope 

Prairie... 
Pulaski. . 


Randolph — 
St. Francis. , . 

Saline 

I Scott 

i Searcy 


Sebastian. 

Sevier 

Sharp 

Stone 

Union 


Van Buren... 
Washington.. 

White 

Woodruff — 
Yell 


73w2 62.6 

25.0 22.5 

43.2 46.7 

53.8 51.0 

63.2 *62.6 

48.0 4.5.0 

79. 2 76. 9 

29.1 >32.6 

37.3 37.2 
24.6 26.3 


32.2 34.5 
17.8 27.8 


24.5 24.1 

21. S 23.3 
41.3 38.8 
81.7 K5.1 

5.3. 5 54. 2 


CALIFORNIA. 


Alameda. 
Alpine. . . 
Amador.. 
Butte 


Calaveras 

Colusa 

Contra Costa. 
Del Norte — 
Eldorado 


l 141 9,643 21.4 20.6! Fresno 

■ Glenn 

821 271 29,6 26.7 Humboldt 

3 14.3 19.0 Imperial...... 

86 18 18.0 16.6 Inyo 

287 132 12.9 >14.5 Kem 


8,917 1,338 

1,320 2;iii 

1,756 5S3 

2,843 1,403 


57 13 9.4 10.9 Kings 2,171 

242 129 29.7 30.1 I^ke 7^ 

650 203 32.8 34.3 Lassen ^ 

^ 2 28.5 26.3 Los Angeles. . . 12,^ 3,174 

92 22 12.6 * 9.5 Madera 1,402 223 

1 Share tenants in Southern States include croppm. 

* County boundary changed between 1910 and 1920, 


15.0 n.8 

17. 5* > 2a 4 

33.21 32.4 

49.3 31. S 
15.7 U 16.7 

18.21 > 22. 5 

24.9 21.2 
in. 1 a 17.7 

13.4 14.1 

25.5 * 24.9 

15.9 22.9 




FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 03. — Fakms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920; and 
Fbrcbntagb op Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties — Contd. 



number of farms, per cent of 


. Ten- 

Total. tea- 

aat. 


NUMBER OP FARMS, PER CENT OF 
1920. TENANCY. 


^ ^ , Ten- Share 
Total, i®? ten- ld20 Idlo 


CALIFORNIA— Continued. 


Marin 

Manposa 

Meoaocino. . , . 

Merced 

Modoc 


Mono 

Monterey. 

Napa 

Nevada. . . 
Orange — 


Placer. 

Plumas 

Riverside 

Sacramento. .. 
San Benito.... I 

San 

Bernardino.. 

San Di^o 

San Francisco. 
San Joaquin... 


‘43.2 58.4 

10. 4 10. 3 

16. 9 1 17, 7 
23. 8 21. 2 

14.7 15.6 


418 35. 3 

84 19. 3 


130 7.6 1 6.2 

248 2a2 15.7 

1 37.8 43.9 

522 24.1 24.3 


San Luis 

Obispo 

San Mateo 

Santa Barbara 
Santa Clara... 

Santa Cruz. . . . 

Shasta 

Sierra 

Siskiyou 

Solano 


a3.1 127,4 

21. 3 12. 7 
15.0 110.9 

35. 3 33. 2 

19.3 25.3 


Sonoma... 

Stanislaus. 

Sutter 

Tehama... 
Trinity 


Tulare 

Tuolumne.. 

Ventura 

Y'olo 

Y’uba 


41.3 37.2 
13.1 las 

22.5 22.4 

13. 6 16. 2 

10.4 10.9 

13.5 11.8 


16.3 » 18.6 
22.1 16.4 
19.9 20.7 
13.6 16.3 


23.3 126.8 

29.3 25.9 

22.4 22.0 


COIiORABO. 


Adams 

Alamosa 

Arapahoe... 
Archuleta... 
Baca 


59,934 13,763 

1,753 iisi 

302 73 

1,025 242 

420 60 

1,858 192 


Bent 

Bewilder 

Chaffee 

Cheyenne... 
Clear Creek.. 


Conejos. . 
Coemla.. 
Crowley. . 
Custer..., 
Belta 


Denver.. 
Dolores., 
Douglas. . 
Eagle — 
El Paso,. 


Elbert . . . 
Fremont. 
Garfield. . 
Gilpm,... 
Grand.... 


Gunnison. 
Hinsdale. . 
Huerfano.. 
Jackson... 
Jefferson . . 


287 27.7 

54 24.2 


162 21.9 
239 28.7 

37 22.4 

61 14.1 

.... 22.2 


96 lao 119.6 
72 25.1 119.9 

147 29. 1 (*> 


3 

2 

44 

35 


165 


29.1 

(*> 

13.6 

17.7 

25.1 

13.0 

28.0 

29,4 

1.6 

16. 1 

21.2 

24.4 

19.6 

16.9 

24.0 

15.2 

20.1 

6.1 

16.5 

12.9 

19.0 

16.8 

24.4 

19.3 

15.8 

5.6 

9.0 

9.4 

2.5 , 


10.1 

11.9 

6.6 

6.7 

23.6 3 

126.4 


Kaowa 

Kit Carson. . 

La Plata 

Lake 

Larimer 


Las Animas. 

Lincoln 

Logan 

Mesa 

Mineral 


Moffat 

Montezuma. 

Montrose 

Morgan 

Otero 


Ouray... 

Park 

Phillips., 

Pitkin... 

Prowers.. 


I Pueblo 

Rio Blanco.. 
Rio Grande . 

1 Routt 

Saguache 


San Juan 

San Miguel.. 

Sedgwick 

Summit 


Teller 

■Washington.. 

Weld 

Yuma 


668 

106 

60 

1, 461 

334 

267 

1,069 

229 

130 

30 

6 


1,921 

584 

483 

2, 286 

358 

213 

1,385 

198 

131 

1,874 

613 

414 

2,207 

469 

318 

34 

6 

2 

1,023 

73 

47 

904 

155 

104 

1,368 

381 

265 

1,720 

467 

423 

1, 486 

461 

265 

180 

34 

20 

286 

41 

13 

680 

250 

221 

179 

30 

21 

1,469 

428 

346 

1,826 

358 

182 

537 

39 

24 

603 

192 

150 

928 

132 

82 

432 

115 

83 

334 

36 

22 

487 

168 

156 

72 

5 

4 

250 

60 

30 

2,057 

374 

321 

5,766 

2,041 

1,781 

2,179 

464 

416 


17. 1 10. 1 

27. 9 1 22. 1 

27. 2 21. 4 

31.0 135.6 

18.9 119.0 

14. 3 14. 9 

36. 8 18. 1 

16. 8 8. 9 

29. 1 26. 7 

19. 6 23. 2 

7. 3 10. 9 

31. 8 34. 5 

14.3 111.9 
26.6 26.7 


10.6 114.3 

34. 6 25. 7 


— — - — ' * 1 I 

1 County boundary changed between 1910 and 1920. » County formed since 1910. 
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Table 63 . Faem^ Tenant Fakms, and Shabe-tbnant Faeur l') 20 ' and 
Peecentage op Tenancy, 1920 and 1910 , by States and CocNTiES-liontd 



1 2rUMB£s OP PABKS, PER CE^’T OF 1 



1920. 

1 TENANCY, 

1 

COtJNTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 
ten- 1920 
ant, 1 

1910 


COUNTT. 


NCmBSEE or FAEMIS, FFE Or.JfT Of 
192«). ; TENANrr. 


Total. 


Ten- 

ant. 


Share f 
ten- |l»^S0 
ant. I 


1910 


CONKEOTICXTT. 



FLOBIDA. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Tablb 63 . — Farms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920 ; and 
Pbrckntagb op Tenancy, 1920 and 1910 . by States and Counties — O ontd. 



NtJMBEB or FARMS, 

1920. 

PER CENT or 
TENANCT, 


NUMBER OF FARMS, 

1920. 

PER (TENT OP 
TENANCY. 

OOTJNTT. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 
ten- 
ant, 1 

1920 

1910 

COUNTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 
ten- 
ant, 1 




GEOB.GIA. 


The state... SIO, 732,206, 954 


Appling... 
Atanson., 
Bacon. — 
Baker. . . . . 
Baldvrin.. 


Banks.... 
Barrow.. 
Bartow.. 
Ben Hill. 
Berrien.. 


Bihb 

BlecsMey. 

Brooks... 

Bryan.... 

Bmloch.. 


Burke 

Butts 

Calhcmn... 

Camden... 

Campbdl. 

Candler... 

Carroll.... 

Catoosa... 

Qiarlton.. 

Chatham.. 


Chattahoochee 
Chattooga.. 
Cherokee... 

Clarke 

Clay 

Clayton 

Clinch 

Cobb 

Co«ee 

CdqrUtt 

Columbia.. 

Cook 

Coweta 

Crawford.. . 
Crisp 

Dade 

Dawson.... 

Decatur 

Dekalb 

Dodge 


Dooly 

Dcniglierty. 
Douglas — 

Barlv 

Echols 


EfBnglmm. 

Elbert 

Emanuel... 

Evans 

Eannin 


1,364 

sn 

S02 

1,407 

1,536 

2,111 

1,851 

3,091 

1,180 

1,744 

1,457 

1,255 

2,726 

792 

3,672 

4,675 

1,626 

1,442 

334 

1,870 

1,303 

5,436 

3,057 

539 

625 

425 

1,870 

2,626 

1,381 

1,235 

1,777 

650 

3,69$ 

2,049 

3,421 

1,914 

1,223 

3,374 

1,369 

2,052 

529 
$45 
3, 109 
2,903 
3, 156 

2,772 

859 

1,783 

3,128 

279 

1,176 

3,316 

3,916 

786 

1,387 


528 

416 

347 

1,110 

1,182 

1,496 

1,292 

2,244 

644 

856 

914 

oil 

1,679 
243 
2, 102 

3,878 

1,304 

1,246 

41 

1,224 

783 

3.195 
397 
110 
177 

293 

i,r'‘ 

1,262 

1,021 

995 

1,256 

211 

2,069 

1. 196 
2,186 

707 

2,765 

904 

1,592 

160 

397 

1,609 

1,785 

2,086 

2,116 

677 

1,082 

2,407 

68 

410 

2,482 

2,792 

445 

4031 


,532 

66.6 

65.6 

444 

38.2 

3 38.2 

332 

51. a 


305 

43. a 

(») 

623 

78. fl 

76.5 

423 

77.0 

78.5 

,250 

70.9 

70.7 

,03C 

69. £ 

(») 

,067 

7Z6 

70.8 

45£ 

54.6 

45.9 

724 

49.1 

3 47.8 

399 

62.7 

63.5 

482 

72.6 

C*) 

,ioa 

61.6 

58.5 

176 

30.7 

34.5 

,863 

57.2 

355.2 

,821 

83.0 

a5.4 

760 

80.2 

76.9 

879 

86.4 

83.2 

32 

12.3 

14.0 

903 

65.2 

3 67.7 

685 

60.1 

(») 

,900 

58.8 

61.0 

306 

37.6 

47.0 

78 

20.4 

19.5 

35 

28.3 

41.0 

174 

68. 9 

75.2 

,121 

64.3 

64.7 

,188 

48.1 

65.2 

661 

73.9 

69.8 

708 

80.6 

79.7 

777 

70.7 

66,9 

140 

32.5 

3 26.8 

,750 

55.9 

61.6 

,052 

58.3 

342.8 

,773 

63.9 

47.2 

874 

72.9 

78.9 

526 

57.8 

<*) 

,803 

82.0 

! ^.5 

421 

66.0 

62.9 

,246 

77.0 

6a 2 

143 

30.2 

31.1 

361 

47.0 

60.8 

959 

51.8 

50.5 

,174 

61.5 

59.5 

,490 

66.1 

60,5 

,483 

76.3 

75.0 

326 

78.8 

91.4 

935 

60.7 

67.7 

,817 

77.0 

74.5 

31 

24.4 

36.4 

289 

34.9 

24.9 

,264 

74.8 

74.8 

,094 

71.3 

366.1 

413 

56.6 

(*) 

354 

29.1 

32.2 


Fayette.., 
Floyd.... 
Forsyth. . 
Fraiudin. 
Fulton... 
Gilmer. . . 


Glascock.. 

Glynn 

Gordon . . . 

Grady 

Greene.... 

Gwiimett. 


Hall.. 
Hancock. 
Haralson. . 
Harris.... 


Hart 

Heard 

Henry — 
Houston. 
Irwin 


Jackson. 

Jasper... 


Jefferson. 
JenMns. . 


Johnson. 
Jones.. . 
Itaurens. 

Iiee 

liberty. 


Xincoln... 
Lowndes. . 
LrumpMn . 
McDuffie.. 
McIntosh. 


Macon 

Madison 

Marion 

Meriwether. . 
Miller 


mton... 
MitcheU., 
Monroe. . 


Morgan. .... 

Murray 

Muscogee.. 

Newton 

Oconee 

Oglethorpe. 

Paulding... 

Pickens 

Pierce 

Pike 

Polk 


* Share tenants in Southern 

* County boundary changed 
» County formed since 1910. 



2,026 

1,575 

879 

77.7 

70.4 


3,516 

2,213 

2,008 

62.9 

62.8 


2,329 

1,274 

1,215 

54.7 

58.2 


3,378 

2,357 

2,118 

69.8 

67.7 


1,175 

709 

308 

60.3 

a 66.0 


1,433 

377 

318 

26.3 

31.3 


675 

473 

394 

70.1 

71,8 


331 

61 

30 

15.4 

10.3 


2,736 

1,558 

1,478 

56.9 

60.7 


2,555 

1,392 

983 

54.5 

54.6 


3,000 

2,377 

1,253 

79.2 

77,6 


4,460 

2,861 

2,548 

64.2 

*62.8 


1,185 

407 

350 

34.3 

42.3 


2,997 

1,760 

1,696 

58.4 

61.4 


2,772 

2, 171 

1,079 

78.3 

76.9 


2,068 

995 

883 

48.1 

4a 9 


2,388 

1,855 

1,066 

77.7 

7a 2 


3,103 

2,298 

1. 764 

74.1 

72.1 


2, 147 

1,365 

1, 126 

63.6 

65.8 


3,276 

2,508 

1,697 

76.6 

73.2 


2,076 

1,467 

719 

70.2 

77.6 


1,659 

1,177 

1,094 

70.9 

65.3 


3,680 

2,799 

2,229 

76.1 

272.6 



1,848 

712 

75.3 

81.5 


908 

417 

363 

45.9 

41.5 


3,258 

2,620 

1,709 

80.4 

75.3 


2,119 

1,667 

1,083 

78.7 

73.6 


1,887 

1,373 

939 

72.8 

70.0 


1,867 

1,400 

317 

75.0 

77.9 


5,337 

3,944 

2,405 

73.9 

73.1 


1,691 

1,428 

829 

84.4 

83.2 


1,890 

340 

228 

18.0 

12.1 


1,668 

1,155 

434 

69.2 

68.3 



1,027 

710 

49.7 

»62.9 


925 

353 

284 

38.2 

39.3 


1,735 

1,407 

854 

81.1 

82.2 


378 

24 

20 

6.3 

13.1 


1, 912 

1,386 

980 

72.5 

77.2 


3,305 

2,558 

1,755 

77.4 

75.6 


1,059 

600 

443 

66.7 

65.3 


3,652 

2,873 

1,663 

78.7 

77.4 


1,363 

932 

688 

68.4 

58.8 


1,306 

710 

662 

54.4 

59.4 



2,640 

2,090 

76.7 

70.6 



2,085 

998 

70.5 

71.8 


1,315 

844 

730 

64.2 

a 56.3 


2,916 

2,497 

1,302 

85.6 

84.5 


1,557 

865 

815 

55.6 

55.2 


817 

592 

298 

72.5 

70.8 


2,4:i9 

1, 957 

1,111 

80.2 

78.5 


1, 9i}2 

1,486 

976 

76.1 

77.2 


3,503 

2,820 

1,479 

80.5 

80.2 


2,467 

1,308 

1,204 

53.0 

55.2 


1, 162 

501 

441 

43.1 

47.8 


1,376 

418 

356 

30.4 

2 26.9 


3,039 

2,392 

1,393 

78.7 

75.6 


2,229 

1,514 

1,344 

67. « 

66.3 


States include croppers, 
between 1910 and 1920. 
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Table 63.— Farms, Tenant Farms 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 


, AND Share-tenant Farms, 1920- 
1910, BY States and Counties— O ontd 


AM# 



ITTTMBEB OF PAEMS, 
1920. 

PEB CENT OF 
TENANCY. 


COTOTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 
ten- 
ant. 1 

1920 

1910 

COUNTY. 


Q-E OSGIA— Continued . 


mrMBER OF FAllIf^, 

im 


rmn m nv 
TEHAV(T. 


Total. 


Ten. 

ant. 


Share 
tm- 
ant. I 



t 


1»I0 


Pulaski 

1,435 

1,070 

Putnam 

2,281 

1,S99 

Ciuitman 

.637 

376 

Babim 

745 

206 

Randolph 

2,316 

1,831 

Richmond 

1,584 

1,066 

Rockdale 

1,236 

861 

Schley, r 

833 

613 

Screven 

3,636 

2,534 

Spalding 

1,882 

1,464 

Stephens 

1,348 

830 

Stewart 

1,454 

1, 143 

Sumter 

3,040 

2,469 

Talbot 

1,635 

1,235 

Taliaferro 

1,563 

1,219 

Tattnall 

1,872 

892 

Taylor 

Teuair 

1,527 

1,897 

942 

1,008 

Terrell 

2,469 

2,168 

Thomas 

2,747 

1,565 

Tift 

1,360 

825 

Toombs 

1,684 

1,039 

Towns 

696 

226 


621 

74.6 

*74.6 

Treutlen 

779 

83.3 

83.8 

Troup 

263 

70.0 

82.3 

Turner 

169 

27.7 

30.5 

Twiffga , 

1,554 

79.1 

77.4 


,567 

67.3 

58.9 

Upson 

595 

69.7 

68.1 

walker.. 

405 

73.6 

74.3 

Walton 

1,801 

69.7 

65.2 

Ware 

931. 

77.8 

72.7 

Warren...,,.. 

773 

61.6 

63.7 

Washington... 

805 

78.6 

79.2 

Wayne....,,., 

1,883 

81.2 

7ao 

Webster 

576 

75.5 

75.0 

Wheeler 

559 

78.6 

81.8 

■^viiite 

786 

47.6 

<48.3 

Whitfield 

555 

61.7 

61.0 

Wilcox. ....... 

743 

53. 1 

46.5 

WUkes 

1,600 

87.8 

85.2 

Wilkins(xi .... 

1,165 

673 

57. 0 

58.8 

Worth 

60.7 

57.0 


828 

61.7 

54.7 


203 

32.5 

38.0 



ZBAKO. 


1,205 

m 

631 

2,781 

2,169 

1,244 

1,687 

1,265 

1,023 

1,316 

943 


1, 170 

3n 

321 

1,7.% 

1,327 

716 

2,f>90 

1,0159 

926 

3,636 

2,939 

1,859 

874 

207 

221 

1,701 

1,356 

B58 


3,208 

2,428 

1,406 

464 

332 

838 

610 

452 

1,476 

954 

726 

941 

403 

334 

1,852 

1 878 

771 

2,153: 1,4711 

1,239 

3,789, 3,015 

1,110 

1,605 

911 

418 

3,605 

2.716 

1,8(M 


01^. 4I 

78.(1 

75,0! 

71.7) 

32.^ 

75 . 7 : 

40.^ 


79,0 

eil.2 

7.5.7 

31.3 

74.2 

44.4 


«0.8|*75,H 
rM.0i* 30.(1 
79.7! 80.7 


79. « 
33.0 

72.8 
04.(1, 

42.8 

47.4 
«8.3 
79. 6l 
AO. 5 
75. 3 


St.t 

25.3 

75.3 

47.8 

4B.7 

54.1 

7E.3 

53.4 
55.3 


The State... 

42,106 

6,701 

4,023 

15.9 


Franklin 

910 

64 

40 

7.0 

(») 








1,101 

208 

155 

18.9 

*8.3 


2,198 

459 

244 

20.9 

20.1 

Gem 

770 

114 

81 

14.8 

{»') 

(*) 

jk. i4ftTns. - 

484 

37 

21 

7.6 

(*) 

Gooding 

874 

147 

107 

16 8 


1,719 

162 

61 

9.4 

*3.5 

Idaho. r.. 

1,667 

295] 

150 

17.7 

*^8 

Bear Lake 

825 

33 

18 

0 

3.7 







573 

119 

71 

20.8 

(») 

Jefferson 

1,071 

147 

67 

13.7 

(*) 






Jerome 

685 

174 

127 

25.4 

(») 


2,144 

309 

151 

14.4 

*13.5 

Kootenai. 

1,396 

192 

97 

13,8 

*11.7 

Blafhe ... 

473 

66 

48 

14.0 

*6.3 

Latah 

1,876 

416 

282 

22.2 

168 


2.38 

18 

7 

7.6 

*4.3 

Lemhi. ....... 

535 

56j 

28 

10.5 

*10.2 

Bonner.. 

msm 

79 

32 

7.5 

*3.3 







Bonneville.... 


275 

143 

18.6 

(») 

Lewis 


197 


32.5 

(») 







Lincoln 


65 

31 

16 6 

*64 

‘Rnimdarv 

373 

67 

15 

la. 3 ; 

(») 

Madison 

928 


51 

16 2 

(*) 

"R'^i+.+.a 

432 

47 

34 

Btnio 

m 

Minidoka 


165 

96 

161 

(*) 

nftTn5%A 

354 

21 

12 

5.9 

c«> 

Nez Perce 

1,291 

350 

216 

27.1 

*161 

Canyon 

2,660 

368 

517 

27 

378 

13 

19.4 

7.3 

* 11.4 

(») 

Oneida........ 

1,041 

53 

29 

61 

*2.1 





Owyhee 

785 


80 

13.5 

7.8 


1,668 

166 

115 


*5.7 

Payette 

763 

154 

94 

20. 2i 


! 

398 

7 

2l 

1.8 

(») 

Power 

784 

86 

60 

11. (^1 

•i 

Clearwater ! 

521 

82 

43 I 

15.7 


Shoshone 

126 


3 

7. 9 

61 

Custer.. 

37S 

42 

32 

11.1 








TMiTiArA 

502 

61 

271 

12.2 

*8,0 

Teton 

541 

55 

43 

10.2 

(») 






Twin Falls — 

2,746 

713 

440 

26 Oj 

22.0 







Valley 

309 

40 

33 

12.^ 








Washington... 

1,119 


126 

1 

14.3 

1 

*64 


1 Share tenants in Southern States Include crqpi^. 
» County boundary chan^d between 19X0 ana 1920. 
* County formed slnoe 1910. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Table 63. — Fahms, Tenai^t Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920; and 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties — Contd. 



KtTKBEK OF FARMS, 

1920. 

PER CENT OF 
TENANCY. 


NDHBER OF FARMS, 
1920. 

PER CrJNT OF 
TENANCY. 

COtJNlT . 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant. 

1920 

i 

1910 

COTOJTT . 

i 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant. 

1920 

1910 


ILUNOIS. 


Tb« State-. 


Adams.... 

Alexander. 

Bond 

Boone..... 

Brown.... 


Biireau 

Calhoun 

<^oll 

<£b8 

Champaign... 


Christian. 

Clark.... 

Clay 

Clinton... 
Coles 


Cook 

Crawford 

Cumberland.. 

DeKalb 

UeWitt 


I>ouglas 

Du Page.,.. 

Edgar 

Edwards... 

Effingham. 

Fayette.... 

Pom 

Fraoklhi... 

Fulton 

Gallatin.... 

Oreene 

Grundy.. .. 
Hamilton.. 
Hancock.... 
Hardin 

Henderson. 

Henry 

Iroquois.... 

Jackson 

Jasper. 

Jefferson... 

Jersey 

Jo Daviess. 
Johnson.... 
Kane 

Kankakee.. 

Kendall 

Knox 

La Salle 

Lake 


237,181 

101,196 

45,281 

42.7 

41.4 

3,844 

1,485 

779 

38.6 

a 3.9 

731 

307 

264 

42.0 

45,4 

1,948 

664 

203 

34.1 

36.0 

1,325 

615 

268 

46.4 

4 a 4 

1,352 

482 

346 

35.7 

30.4 

3,203 

1,638 

522 

51.1 

47.4 

1. 119 

363 

317 

32.4 

34.5 

1,769 

748 

407 

42.3 

86.8 

1,164 

486 

335 

41.8 

41.2 

3,666 

2,221 

1,110 

60.6 

55.3 

2,782 

1,573 

390 

56.5 

55.8 

2,801 

802 

476 

28.6 

2 a 9 

2,423 

723 

542 

29.8 

27.2 

1,794 

924 


51.5 

49.5 

2,332 

1,002 

470 

43.0 

45.7 

5,305 

2,198 


41.4 

43.9 

2,248 

622 

443 

27,7 

34,7 

1,982 

638 

373 

32,2 

27.8 

2,400 

1,224 

534 

61.0 

51.0 

1,586 

944 

330 

59.5 

57.3 

1,630 

932 

494 

57^ 

48.9 

1,756 

749 

119 

4^ 

45.7 

2,407 

1,096 

533 

45,5 

43.9 

1,186 

2 M 

215 

21.4 

20,1 

2,223 

624 

433 

28.1 

24.7 

3,676' 

1,225 

740 

33.3 

33.7 

1,655 

1,166 

286; 

70.5 

66,9 

2,353 

504 

324; 

21. 4 

31.4 

3,532 

1,622 

1,029) 

45. 9 

39.9 

1,387 

526 

487 j 

37.9: 

44.1 

2,143 

920 

471 

42 . 9 ' 

43.2 

1,506 

929 

411 

61.7 

61.0 

2 ,m 

632 

531 

24.0 

28.3 

3,463 

1,297 

510 

37,5 

37.6 

861 

203 

162 

23.6 

25.5 

1,204 

604 

388 

50.2 

41.5 

3,161 

1,604 

359 

50. 7I 

47,6 

3,953 

2,496 

728 

63.11 

68.4 

2,426 

708 

580 

29.2 

37.4 

2,762 

705 

455 

25.6 

27,7 

3,592 

840 

595 

23. 4I 

1 26.0 

1,368 

517 

234 

37.8 

1 35.8 

2,183 

603 

214 

27.6 

24.9 

1,742 

363 

331 

20.8 

23.1 

2,248 

1 

1,029 

381 

45.8 

46.1 

2,480 

1,261 

489 

50.8 

45.3 

1,210 

639 

320 

52.8 

I 4 a 6 

2,711 

1,249 

496 

46.1 

1 45.2 


2,210 

774 

i 52.5 

50.2 

2,220 

796 

133 

35.9 

35.0 


I^awrence 



Livingston 

Lo®m 

McDonough... 
McHenry 

McLean....... 

Macon 

Macoupin 

Madison 

Marion 

Marshall...... 

Mason 

Massac 

Menard 

Mercer 

Monroe 


Montgomery. . 

Morgan 

Moultrie 


Ogle... 

Peona.. 



Putnam 

Randolph 

Richland 

Rock Island... 
St. Clair 


Saline 

Sangamon 

Schuyler 

Scott 

Shelby 

Stark 

Stephenson . . . 

Tazewell 

Union 

Vermilion 


Wabash 

Warren 

Washington... 

Wayne 

White 


Whiteside 

Will 

Willianison. .. 
Wiimebago,,.. 
Woodford. 


1,710 

574 

502 

33.6 

2,593 

1,376 

505 

53.1 

3,726 

2,455 

737 

65.9 

2,234 

1,445 

635 

64.7 

2,728 

1,284 

330 

47.1 

2,874 

1,325 

425 

46,1 

4,309 

2,493 

639 

67.9 

2,528 

1,463 

456! 57.9 

3,771 

1,695 

352 

44.9 

3,454 

1,517 

340 

43.9 

3,097 

706 

394 

22.8 

1,231 

724 

161 

58.8 

1,558 

943 

636 

60.5 

1,192 

294 

254 

24.7 

1,033 

477 

218 

46.2 

2,022 

908 

428 

44.9 

1,498 

773 

525 

51.6 

3,037 

1,289 

269 

42.4 

2,420 

1,035 

482 

42.8 

1,501 

819 

374 

54.6 

2,784 

1,390 

586 

49.9 

2,499 

1, 107 

327 

44.3 

1.775 

463 

364 

26.1 

1,386 

855 


61.7 

3,381 

1,291 

894 

38.2 

1,587 


275 

20.7 

1,015 

319 

260 

31.4 

533 

264 

76 

49.5 

2,324 

933 

802 

40.1 

1,930 

387 

301 

20.1 

2,045 

792 

191 

38.7 

3,112 

1,618 

649 

62.0 

2,105 

481 

401 

22.9 

3,425 

1,585 

564 

48.3 

1,778 

706 

447 

39.7 

1,089 

608 

317 

46,6 

3,860 

1,673 

729 

40.8 

1,077 

527 

158 

48.9 

2,794 

1,076 

312 

38.5 

2,536 

1,230 

612 

48.5 

2,006 

607 

533 

30.3 

3,587 

1,814 

664 

50.6 

1,053 

387 

337 

36.8 

1,899 

925 

384 

48.7 

2,357 

906 

469 

38.4 

3,769 

986 

777 

26.2 

2,419 

910 

850 

37.6 

2,789 

1,666 

5^14 

56.1 

3,385 

1,672 

398 

46.4 

2,620 

565 

416 

21.6 

2,185 

946 

492 

43.3 

1,903 

1,023 

283 

53.8 


38.9 

49.1 

59.4 
63.7 

45.2 

42.6 

54.4 

55.7 

42.0 

44.2 

2.5.0 

58.9 

59.5 

26.8 

46.4 

41.6 

40.3 

42.9 

41.8 

49.7 

47.2 

40.9 

31.2 

56.7 

38.3 

24.8 

34.8 

51.6 

34.5 

20.7 

36.9 

48.5 

32.1 

47.2 

37.7 

43.2 

40.6 

48.7 

:«.6 

50.4 

36.8 

49.5 

35.6 

45.6 

36.1 

25.1 

38.5 

51.6 

40.4 

29.4 

39.6 

51.5 
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Table 63— Farms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms 1920- avd 
Percentage of Tenanct, 1920 and 1910, bt States and Countiks— Contd. 


mrMBER OP FARMS, PER CENT OF 
1920. tenancy. 


PER CENT Of 
TENAJiCT. 


48,4731 32.01 30.0 


Jefferson 

Jennings 


Kosciusko 
La Porte. 
Lagrange. 


2,563 1,031 


543 33.6 


E3 

19.1 


812 

36.8 

33,6 

620 

38.9 

35.5 

289 

14.8 

16.1 

629 

32.5 

27.4 

763 

37,4 

34.8 

572 

38.4 

32.2 

812 

36.4 

33.2 

484 

26.0 

25.8 

56$ 

60.7 

49.4 

711 

35.2 

34.6 

505 

26.1 

22.3 

339 

22.8 

20.7 

520 

37.7 

35.4 

904 

41.7 

40.6 

930 

31.1 

30.0 

697 

33.8 

30.7 

497 

28.8 

28.3 


Lake 

Lawrence.... 

Madison 

Marion 

Marshall 

Martin 

Miami 

Monroe 

Montgomery. 

Morgan 

Newton 

Noble 


Pike...., 

Porter... 

Posey..,. 

PuJasM.. 

Putnam.. 


St. Josq)h 


Vanderburg 
Vermilion. . 


Wabash.... 

Warren 

Warrick.... 

Washington 


1, 

718 

786 

280 

45.81 

41.0 

2, 

332 

461 

380 

19.81 

17.0 

3, 

173 

1,276 

921 

4a2 

35. S 

2, 

866 

1,110 

462 

38.9 

36.4 

2, 

720 

839 

732 

30.8 

26^3 

h 

i 

284 

221 

17.1 

19.0 

2, 


7951 

669 

36.1 

31.4 


980 

636 

38. 2 

38,3 

666* 

486 

26, 7 

U5 

548 

400i 

54.21 

54.8 

804 

678 

32.81 

3a2 

127 

82 

21.7) 

37.1 

433 

3491 

18.71 

17.9 

439 

294 

1 22.3t 

16.9 

698 

421 

1 31.3! 

29.9 

236 

168 

12.9; 

11.2 

396 


i lK3j 

226 

550 


[ 31.2 

296 

909 

779 


43 6 


3,226! 1.333 


206 

27. 

361 

39. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Table 63. — Farms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920; ani 
Pbrcentaoe op Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties— Coutd. 



NUMBBE OF FAEMS, 

1920. 

PERCENT OF 
TENANCY. 


NUMBER OP FARMS, 
1920. 

PER CENT 01 
TEN.\NCY. 

COUNTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant. 

1920 

1910 

COUNTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant. 

1920 

1910 


IOWA. 


The State... 

Adair 

Adams 

Allamakee 

Appanoose — 
AuauboD 

Benton 

Black Hawk.. 

Boone 

Bremer 

Buchanan 

Buena Vista. . 

Butler 

Calhoun 

CarroU 

Cass 

Cedar 

CeiTO Gordo.. . 

Cherokee 

Chickasaw 

Clarke 

Clay 

Clayton 

Clinton 

Crawford 

Dallas 


Davis 

llecatur 

Delaware 

Des Moines.. . 
Dickinson 


Dubuque . 
Emmet . . . 
Fayette... 

iloyd 

Franklin. . 


Fremont.. 

Greene 

Grundy... 

Guthrie... 

Hamilton. 

Hancock.. 

Hardin.... 

Harrison.. 

Henry 

Howard... 


Humboldt 

Ida 

Iowa 

Jackson 

Jasper 


213,439 

89,064 

23,606 

41.7 

37.8 

2,113 

973 

270 

46,0 

40.8 

1,029 

818 

174 

37.9 

36.7 

2, 175 

449 

230 

20.6 

15.8 

2,2.93 

.543 

21^ 

23.8 

26.9 

1,818 

714 

191 

39.3 

36.1 

2,562 

1,186 

234 

46.3 

43.9 

2,338 

1,067 

m 

45.3 

41.9 

2,541 

1,166 

306 

45.9 

44.3 

2,018 

687 

185 

34.0 

29.3 

2,232 

963 

301 

43.1 

36.4 

2,065 

1,064 

203 

51.3 

48.1 

2,244 

1, 161 

243 

51.3 

45.1 

2,060 

1,157 

269 

56.2 

48.0 

2 087 

1,0^ 

163 

49.1 

42.6 

2,182 

920 

266 

42.2 

39.4 

2,212 

910 

171 

41.1 

37,3 

1,944 

995 

212 

51.2 

42.5 

1,844 

1,073 

169 

68.2 

60.6 

2,003 

719 

197 

35,9 

29.4 

1,488 

581 

202 

39.0 

34. S 

1,769 


139 

,51.5 

45.2 

3,101 

872 

414 

28,1 

22.1 

2,729 

1,064 

150 

39.0 

38.6 

2,444 

1,106 

166 

45.3 

42.7 

2,320 

1,069 

376 

46.1 

41.0 

2,089 

607 

209 

24.3 

25.4 

2,029 

664 

313 

32.2 

31.3 

2,284 

9l7i 

400 

40.1 

36.1 

1,928 

557 

247 

28.9 

27.2 

1,043 

612 

83 

58.7' 

60.9 

2,372 

520 

107 

21.9 

21.0 

1,193 

634 

117 

63. 1, 

48.5 

3,167 

1,164 

462 

36.9; 

31.0 

l,9X6j 

897 

227 

46.8 

42.6 

2,040 

1,091 

,167 

53. 5 

46,4 

1,868 

820 

537 

44. 1; 

42.2 

2,069 

1,111 

236 

64.0 

48.9 

1,725 

1,001 

189 

68.0 

56.7 

2,315 

989 

261 

42.7 

41.8 

2,181 

1,017 

311 

46.6 

40.6 

1,875 

960 

214 

61.2 

45.8 

2,129 

1,062 

262 

49.9 

44.5 

2,881 

1,223 

640 

42.6 

40.3 

1 989 

667 

206 

33.5 

31.0 

1,708 

648 

153 

37.9 

31.6 

1,380 

642 

191 

46.5 

41.9 

1,398 

784 

95 

56.1 

48.6 

2,258 

814 

209 

36. 1 

32.4 

2,327 

606 


26. 0 

21.5 

2,948 

1,177 

448 

40.0 

37.0 


Jofiterson. . 
Johnson... 

Jones 

Keokuk... 

Kossuth.. 


Lee... 

Linn.. 

Louisa 

Lucas. 

Lyon.. 


Madison. 
Mahaska 
Marion... 
Marshall. 
Mills 


MitcheU 

Monona 

Monroe 

Montgomery. . 
Muscatine 


O'Brien 

Osceola 

PaSAitoJ.";! 
Plymouth 

Pocahontas. . . 

Polk 

Pottawattamie 
Poweshiek — 
Kinggold 

Sac 

Scott 

Shelby 

Sioux 

Story 

Tama 

Taylor 

Union 

Van Buren 

Wapello 


Warren 


Washington... 

Wavne.! 

Webster 

Winnebago... 


Winneshiek.. - 

Woodbury 

Worth........ 

Wright 


1.960 

596 

146 

30.4 

29,. 

2,625 

770 

195 

29.3 

27.- 

2,090 

724 

217 

34.6 

31.. 

2,764 

877 

313 

31.7 

28.- 

2,928 

1,508 

182 

51.5 

45.' 

2,297 

678 

263 

29.5 

20. < 

3,666 

1,327 

355 

36.2 

30.: 

1,470 

533 

247 

36.3 

35.: 

1,617 

504 

222 

31.2 

30.: 

1,774 

1,112 

131 

62.7 

5 : 5 .' 

2,125 

754 

302 

35.5 

35.: 

2,784 

1, 034 

351 

37.1 

34.: 

2,402 

907 

429 

37.8 

37. J 

2,815 

1,067 

314 

46.1 

45.: 

1,571 

729^ 

379 

46.4 

46.: 

1,770 

630 

256 

35.6 

32.: 

2,166 

1,101 

653 

50.8 

45. ( 

1,793 

511 

174 

28.5 

27.: 

1,650 

706 

257 

42.8 

43.' 

1,923 

782 

208 

40.7 

39. 

1,903 

1,078 

137 

56.6 

48.' 

1,2651 

789 

50 

62.4 

52. 

2,252 

888 

379 

37.2 

40.1 

1,815 

986 

273 

54.3 

48.: 

2,699 

1,540 

254 

57.1 

60. 

1,992 

989 

245 

49.6 

44.' 

2,948 

1,255 

427 

42.6 

39.: 

3,781 

1,732 

529 

43. S 

45.: 

2,179 

898 

256 

41.2 

36.! 

1,923 

614 

262 

31.9 

30.: 

1,945 

1,029 

273 

52.9 

45.' 

2,316 

1,036 

78 

44.7 

41.’ 

2,049 

910 

199 

44.4 

40.! 

2,801 

1,614 

187 

57.6 

52.! 

2,215 

1, 100 

338 

49.7 

44.) 

2,484 

1,068 

234 

43.0 

38.' 

2,159 

773 

273 

35.8 

34.: 

1,631 

654 

180 

40.1 

34.: 

2,013 

529 

241 

26.3 

27. ( 

2,112 

744 

199 

35.2 

30.' 

2,402 

1 848 

337 

35.3 

31.! 

‘2,307 

769 

288 

33.3 

32.! 

1,890 

645 

303 

34.1 

28.) 

2,566 

1,229 

511 

47.9 

42.! 

1,543 

652 

130 

42.3 

34.! 

2,915 

722 

310 

24.8 

20.' 

2,969 

1,484 

550 

50.0 

45. ( 

1, 461 

614 

262 

42.0 

34. 

1,927 

1,028 

181 

53.3 

47. 
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Tabm 63. Farms, Tenaxt Farms, and SiunL-TLNWT I'akiik »».. 

Percentage op Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, bv States a.nd ( (ANTiEH-i'iri.tiJ. 


COUNTY. 

NUMBUa OF rAKMiS. 

1920. 

ITR cr KT OF 

ti:n.\ncy. 


Total. 

1 

Ten- 

ant. 

8hare 

ten- 

ant. 

1920 

I 

1910 

1 COUNTY. 

! 

j 


KAHSAS. 


The State . . . 

ICS, 286 

66,701 

41,129 

40.4 

36.8 

AUen 

1,932 

821 

438 

42. .5 

45. 6 

Anderson 

1,914 

727 

318 

38.0 

HP, 5 

Atchison 

1,717 

616 

328 

as. 9 

36.7 

Barber 

i,ooa 

494 

358 

45.2 

36. 6 

Barton 

1,772 

863 

626 

48.7 

38.0 

Bourbon 

2,517 

944 

623 

37. n 

37. 7 

Brown 

2, 107 

942 

534 

44.T 

49.4 

Butler 

2,68C 

1, 325 

642 

49.4 

41.8 

Chase 

873 

355 

211 

40.7 

39. 1 

Chautauqua... 

1,291 

537 

270 

1 41.6 

42.2 

Cherokee 

2, 350 

1, 103 

583 

1 4fi. 9 

46. 1 

Chevenne 

974 

260 

243 

1 26.7 

18. 1 

Claris 

624 

269 

246 

43.1 

32.6 

Clay. 

1,938 

8S2 

571 

45. 5 

37.8 

Cloud 

2,108 

1,000 

058 

47.4 

41.7 

Coffey 

2, 158 

S43 

435 

39.1 

.38.7 

Comanche 

57C 

246 

227 

43.2 

30.9 

Cowley 

2,896 

1, 195 

7Ctr» 

41.3 

40.4 

Crawford 

2,43a 

996 

301 

40.8 

43.3 

Decatur 

1,320 

474 

410 

35.9 

27.0 

Dickinson 

2,698 

1,000 

498 

as. 5 

35.6 

Doniphan 

1,722 

665 

53C» 

38.6 

38.6 

Douj^as 

2,035 

701 

436 

34.4 

34.8 

Edw^ards 

805 

353 

299 

43.9 

32.7 

Elk 

1, 289 

504 

295 

39.1 

39.7 

ElUs 

1,339 

369 

284 

27.6 

20.2 

Ellsworth 

1, 228 

508 

304 

41.4 

31. 1 

Finney 

717 

244 

195 

34.0 

22.9 

Ford 

1,282 

624 

575 

48.7 

33.8 

Franklin 

2,261 

743 

3S7 

32.9 

33.6 

Geary 

847 

281 

173 

33.2 

32.0 

Gove 

772 

251 

224 

32.5 

21.4 

Graham 

1, 279 

515 

428 

40.3 

35.4 

Grant 

194 

40 

30 

20.6 

3.1 

Gray 

733 

315 

310 

43.0 

14.3 

Greeley 

143 

29 

16 

20.3 

I 2.3 

Greenwood 

1,883 

769 

431 

40.8 

39.0 

Hamilton 

326 

92 

25 

28.2 

3.6 

Harper 

1, 667 

820 

683 

49.2 

45.2 

Harvey 

1,719 

867 

365 

50.4 

42.6 

Haskell 

177 

78 

74 

44.1 

4.8 

Hodgeman 

641 

230 

166 

35.9 

22.8 

Jackson 

2,416 

891 

494 

36.9 

37.3 

Jefferson 

2,261 

661 

399 

28.8 

33.5 

Jewell 

2,740 

1,128 

689 

41.2 

38.5 

Johnson 

2,223 

SIO 

332 

36.4 

38.4 

Kearny 

359 

103 

84 

28.7 

17.4 

Kingman 

1,682 

744 

441 

44.2 

38.9 

ICiowa 

826 

406 

351 

49.2 

43.3 

Labette 

2,605 

963 

634 

38. 4 

41.9 

Lane 

473 

179 

152 

37.8 

20.2 

Leavenworth.. 

2,116 

680 

322 

32.2 

32.8 

Lincoln 

1,466 

556 

312 

37.9 

33-0 


linn 

Lfigan 

Lyon 

-McPherson.,. 
Marion, 


Marshall 

Meado 

Miarrji 

Mitchell 

Montgomery. 

Morris... 

Morton 

Nomaha 

Neosho 

Ne.ss 


Norton 

Osage 

Osborne 

Ottawa 

Pawnee 


Phillips 

Pottawatomie. 

Pratt 

Ilawhns 

Reno 


Republic 

Rice 

RUev 

Rooks 

Rash 


Ruj5.sell 

Saline 

Scott 

Sedgwick . 
Seward — 


Shawnee 

Sheridan 

Sherman 

Smith 

Stafford 


Stanton., 
Stevens. , 
Sumner.. 
Thomas.. 


Trego 

Wabaunsee 

Wallace 

Washington... 

Wichita 

Wilson 

Woodson 

Wyandotte.... 


MHl B rAl.M,', JU N r < •!? 


TotiU. 


Ten- > 

i I ton- iim m0 

I ! aru. 


2,1H 

2,W 

2fhm 

12,497i 


1, r,4s 
40.> 

2, IfiO 

2,67S 

l,7xi| 

a,5m 

i;i44 

l,02t» 

2,151 

3,319 

IIKK 

3,353, 

2,4X9’ 

1,W)0, 

1,572 

1,.549 

1,1701 


l,3X7i 

1,804 

42Hi 

3,347, 

515 

2,303 

932' 

597 

2,458 

1,490, 

19S'' 

660' 

3,006' 

822: 

i 

911' 
1,653, 
341' 
2, 7901 

3{i5l 

1,917 

1,121 

1,249 


72;J 

4 7 

M, 'J 

35. 1 

1W> 

i ♦J' 

.35, '.i 

15.7 

927 



31.6 

1,249 

.5,V4 

4:, M 

42. 3 

1,<*84 

501 

44. t 

39. 5 


7,5’ 

U 1 

42.2 

277 

2'46 

.32, 9l 

14.7 

83f)l 


30. N 

37. 9 

86.SJ 

.572 

47. 0 

42. ,5 

bm 

5iiO 

2 

42.6 

6fO 

2-2 

3“ ' 

2 

H4 

*76« 

20. 7 

0.7 

1,014 

m 

I0..5 

4i 1 

WH) 

491 

41.2 

4.1. 8 

345 

2\r*> 

32.7 

27.7 

660 

4i#i 

40.0 

32 2 

785 

374 

30.4 

31.7 

719 

4r».>^ 

40.4 

37.7 

767 

471 

4H. 1 

42,3 

58H 

471 

51.4 

41.3 

745 

.5.‘.7 


31.3 

72K 


3'i, > 

34,2 


47h 

49.0 

:ib,7 

312 

27.5 

2!«. X 

21,8 

1,461 


43. 6 

4a 8 

i,ino 

f>iy 

4 1. 2 

41.1 

77S 

5 1 

46, 9 

1 44.7 

529 

im 

33 7 

1 32.7 

611 

4^i 

: 39 7 

' 33.3 

630 

1 4rO‘ 45.3 

31. 8 

561 

373 

40. 

rto 3 

752 490 

4L7 

35.0 

LSI 

12X 

42,3 

1 19,3 


759 

48,9 

44.1 

m 

184 

39. 4 

10,3 

743 

357 

32. 3 

! ai.5 

385 

345 

41., 3 

1 31.6 

177 

143 

29. ft 

, 19.5 

999 

671 

4tlO 

30.3 

718 

4415 

48.2 

1 44.0 

36 

26 

1>. 2 

1,1 

255 

250 

3\ .3 

7.3 

1,624 

921 

53. Os 

j 53.5 

319 

301 

3^ S 

1 29.3 

327 

290 

.3.5. 9 

! 29.2 

604 

292 

36.5 

! 33.6 

87 

61 

25. 5 

6.3 

1,162 

625 

41.6 

[ 38.2 

83 

55 

27 2 

15.0 

819 

511 

42^7 

43.7 

470 

24’>e 

41.9 

42.2 

429 

111 

31.3 

35.7 


50687 ^- 24 - 


-15 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 63.— Faems, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920; and 
Percentage op Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties — Contd. 



NCTMBEE OP FARMS, 
1020. 

PER CENT OF 
TENANCY. 


NUMBER OF FARMS, 

1920. 

PER CENT OF 
TENANCY. 

COUNTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 1 
ant. 

Share 

ten. 

ant.i 

1920 

1910 

COITNTY. 

1 

! 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

1 

1 

Share 
ten- 
ant. 1 

1920 

1910 


KENTUCKT. 


The State.. . 

270,626 

90,a30 

73,655 

33.4 

33.9 

Adair 


010 

5-41 

21.1 

25.0 

Alloa 

2.89ri 

1,076 

992 

37.2 

36.4 

Aiider.ss.a 

1.660! 631 

487 

32.2 

31.2 

Ballard 

1,979 

873 

799 

44.1 

49.6 

Barron... 

4,392 

1,395 

1,289 

31.8 

32.0 

Bath 

2,005 

791 

717 

39.5 

42.4 

Bell 

1,864 

807 

295 

48.5 

54.0 

Booiift 

1,831 

742 

63C 

40.5 

34.0 

Bourbon 

1,S»8 

1,074 

701 

56.9 

48.0 

Boyd 

830 

243 

160 

29.3 

36.6 

Boyle 

1,394 

54-4 

4,8fi 

39.0 

27.1 

Brktken 

1,812 

770 

705 

42.5 

44.0 

Brteithitt 

2,836 

1,152 

74U 

40.6 

47.3 

Breckinridge. . 

3,300 

1,0)2 

913 

30.4 

29.5 

Bullitt 

1,259 

325 

223 

26,8 

21.5 

Butler 

2,540 

521 

464 

20.5 

26.7 

CaldweU 

2,218 

696 

613 

31.4 

34.7 

Calloway” 

4,293 

1,392 

1,21s 

32.4 

28.1 

Cainplxill 

1,423 

300 

161 

21.1 

22.4 

Carlisle 

1,437 

519 

462 

36.1 

36.4 

Carroll 

1,086 

568 

530 

52.3 

51.2 

Carter 

2,644 

690 

602 

28.1 

35.0 

Casev 

2,912 

677 

503 

2:3.2 

23.2 

Christian 

4,672 

2,314 

2, 187 

50.6 

42.0 

Clark 

1,656 

703 

489 

42.5 

37.8 

Clay 

3,088 

1,212 

881 

39.2 

45.7 

Cluitun 

1,518 

348 

310 

22.9 

26.0 

Crittenden .... 

2,041 

524 

422 

25.7 

32.3 

Cumberland , . 

1,747 

572 

538 

32.7 

30.3 

Daviess 

3,808 

1,708 

1,541 

44.9 

38.2 

Edmonson.... 

1,974 


471 

27.5 

26.5 

Elliot r 

1,537 

437 

344 

28.4 

31.1 

Estm 

1,832 

508 

351 

27.7 

30.2 

Fayette 

1,978 

1,073 

732 

54.2 

47.0 

Fleming.. .... 

3, 123 

1,301 

957 

41.7 

35.4 

Flovd i 

! 3,032 

1,204 

982^ 

41.7 

47.0 

Frauklm ! 

1 1,880] 

S12 

! 739 

43.2 

36.6 

Fulton ..1 

1 205 

686 

608! 

56,9 

52.7 

Cailatin i 

802, 

351 

314] 

4:1.8 

45.3 

Garrard 1 

1,929, 

660 

554 

34.2 

33.8 

Grant ! 

2,075! 

672 

588' 

32.4 

26.3 

Graves 

6,082, 

2,488 

2,239 

40.9 

34.5 

Grayson 

3,3621 

646 

505 

19.2 

21.7 

Green 

2,345, 

Sll 

745 

34,6 

31.3 

Greouup 

2,0231 

495 

374 

24.6 

32.7 

Hancock 

1,272' 

412 

356 

32.4 

38.7 

Hardin 

3, ;i02| 

607 

429 

18.4 

19.3 

Harlan 

1,452 

769 

223 

53.0 

58.1 

Harrison 

2, 4241 

949 

5991 

39.2 

38. 8 

Hart 

3,526 

069 

1 8-41 

27.5 

1 24.5 

Henderson 

2,949! 

1, 495 

1,3U 

60.7 

53.7 

Henry 

2, 678! 

1, IhO 

1. 101 

45.8 

45.3 

Hickman 

1,6491 

47S 

385 

20.0 

30.9 

Hopkins ! 

Jackson 

3.473; 

1,369 

1,255 

39.4 

‘12.0 

2,054j 

278 

248 

13.5 

26. 3 

JelTerson 

2, 826! 

830 

300 

29.4 

30.5 

J ossamuio 

1,5341 

770 

614 

50.2 

37.6 

Johnson 

2, 185 

505 

348 

23.1 

:i3. 8 

Kenton 

1, 334 

352 

221 

26.-1 

22. 5 

Knott... 

1,356 

521 

385 

2S. 1 

40.7 


Eilox 

Lame 

Laurel 

Lawrenea. 
Lee 


Leslie 

Letcher 

lawis 

Lincoln 

Livingston 


Logan... 

Lyon 

McChacke 


ken 1 

McCreary 
McLeait. . 


Madison 

Magoffin 

Marion.. 

Marshall 

Martin 

Mason 

Moado 

Menifee 

Mercer 

Metcalfe 


Monroe 

Montgomery. . 

Morgan 

Muhlenberg... 
Nelson 

Nicholas 

Ohio 

Oldham 

Owen 

Owsley 

Pendleton 

Perry 

Pike 

Powell 

Pulaski. 


Robertson.. 
Rockcastle . 

Rowan 

Russell 

Scott 

Shelby 

Simpson... 

Spencer 

Taylor 

Todd 


Trigg 

Trimble 

Umon 

Warren 

Washington... 

Wayne 

Webster 

Whitley 

Wolfe.. 

Woodford 


2,877 

1,569 

2,937 

2,610 

1.054 

1,695 
1,601 
2, 777 
2,323 

1.614 

3,819 
1,531 
2, 128 
1, 161 
1,922 

3,558 
2, 231 
1,970 
3,353 
1,087 
2, 191 
1,524 

1.055 
2,065 
2,011 

2,458 

1,475 

2,889 

2,&36 

1,869 

1,904 
4, 112 

2,733 

1.331 

2.331 
1,322 
4,471 

844 
5, 015 
992 

2.302 

1.303 
2, 152 
2, 186 

2,709 
1,698 
1, 518 
2, 152 
2,669 

2,628 

1,3,88 

1,809 

3,958 

2,499 

2,448 

2,407 

2. 614 
1,299 
3,351 


920 

290 

460 

565 

268 

685 

636 
874 
675 
532 

1,471 

625 

628 

262 

734 

1,274 

571 

573 

1,265 

370 

1,141 

313 

233 

637 

571 
719 
480 
535 
711 
392 

.807 
833 
323 
1, 102 
338 
724 
254 
1,290 
182 
1,074 

385 

617 

244 

572 
891 

1,245 

060 

727 

582 

1,107 

1,189 

577 

893 

1,401 

710 


1,005 

645 

360 

775 


733 

32.0 

40.4 

240 

18.5 

17. 1 

314 

15.7 

24.0 

432 

21.6 

34.2 

193 

24.7 

3.J.6 

333 

40.4 

38.3 

278 

33.6 

39.8 

747 

31.5 

29.6 

450 

24.8 

24.7 

339 

32.4 

84.8 

1,317 

38.5 

34.5 

5-49 

40.8 

42.0 

469 

29.5 

26.9 

105 

22.6 

(») 

679 

38.2 

35.6 

869 

35.8 

38. 1 

514 

25.6 

28.6 

473 

29. 1 

26.8 

1,069 

87.7 

30. 6 

231 

34.0 

35.0 

1,098! 

52. 1 

37.2 

231| 

20 5 

20.6 

156' 

22.1 

26.8 

610 

30.8 

22.1 

504 

28.4 

31.2 

658 

29.3 

34.5 

261 

32.5 

36.2 

462 

18.5 

24.8 

614 

25. 1 

30.6 

305 

21.0 

20.1 

531 

42.4 

33.6 

717 

20 3 

24.0 

158 

29.7 

30.4 

1,015 

40.3 

39.8 

290 

25.4 

33.7 

669 

31.1 

30.4 

112 

19.2 

38,7 

820 

28.9 

38.5 

113 

21.6 

27.5 

851 

21.4 

*25.5 

363 

38. S 

36.4 

468 

26,8 

31.1 

177 

1 18.7 

23.8 

517 

26,6 

30.5 

677 

40.8 

42.6 

1,139 

46.0 

37.5 

598 

38.9 

32.7 

673 

47.9 

42.6 

502 

27.0 

19.9 

1,056 

43.1 

41.8 

1,068 

45.2 

43.3 

551 

41.6 

39.5 

846 

49.4 

43.3 

1,199 

35.4 

26.5 

596 

28.4 

18.9 

564 

28.2 

»30.8 

933 

41.8 

43.6 

463 

24.7 

«34.3 

301 

27.7 

36.7 

6SS 

57.4 

53.0 


‘Share tenants in Southern States incluae croppers. a County formed since 1910. 

3 County boundary changed between 1910 and 1920. 
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Table 63.— Pakms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1020; and 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1010, by States and Counties — Contd. 


COUNTY 
OR PARISH. 


NUMBER OF FARMS, 
1920. 

PER CENT OF 
TENANCY. 


NL’MBCR OF FARMS, 
1920. 

PER CENT OF 
TENANCY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant.! 

1920 

1010 

OR PARLSH. 

1 

Tot'll- j 

Share 

ten- 

ant.! 

1920 

1910 


LOmSXAKA. 


The State... 

135,463 

77,381 

61,808 

57.1 

55.3 

Orlfians . 

246 

90 


36.6 

37.4 






o iiuia 

1 661 


62 3 


Acadia 

3,088 

1, 171 

1,117 

37.9 

50.0 

Plaquemines.. 

■PP 

'l08 

16 

18.9 

21.8 

Allen 

753 

140 

105 

18.6 

(2) 

Pointe Coupee 


2,595 

1,740 

78.6 

75.3 

Ascension 

1,630 

681 

521 

38.7 

14.3 

Rapides 

3,368 

1,656 

1,216 

49.2 

47.0 

Assumption... 

43S 

170 

59 

38.8 

32.6 




Avoyelles 

3,628 

3,223 

2, 210 

57.3 

59.6 

Red River 

2,410 

1,625 

1,485 

67.4 

59.0 







Richland 

3,383 

2.499 

2, 181 

73.9 

78.5 

Beauregard. . . 

883 

SS 

29 

10.0 

(2) 

Sabme 

2,650 

7Slj 

656 

29.5 

34.5 

BienviUe 

2,987 

1, 197 

985 

40.1 

39.6 

St. Bernard . . . 

121 

57 


47. 1 

49.0 

Bossier 

4,927 

3, 148 

2,288 

74.5 

65.5 

St. Charles 

26S 

96 

50 

37.2 

25.4 

Caddo 

4,902 

3,904 

2,991 

79.6 

76.8 







Calcasieu 

922 

259 

219 

28.1 

3 23.7 

St. Helena.... 

1,452 

734 

561 

50.6 

55.5 







St. James 

289 

77 

17 

26.6 

22.0 

Caldwell 

1,114 

453 

361 

40.7 

26.3 

St. John the 






P.fl.TnArrin 

620 

275 

252 

44.4 

40.0 

Baptist 

227 

77 

24 

33.9 

38.0 

Catahoula 

1,827 

1,342 

1,135 

73.5 

63.1 

St. Landry 

6,575 

4,5S3 

4,435 

69.7 

»65.3 

Claiborne 

4,024 

2,348 

1,966 

58.3 

58.6 

St. Martin 

2,006 

1,202 

1,U5 

59.9 

55.2 

Concordia 

2,028 

1,831 

1,461 

90.3 

84.1 

(ft 












St. Mary 

410 

168 

138 

41.0 

45.9 

De Soto 

4,602 

2,853 

2,372 

63.4 

61.1 

St. Tammany. 

672 

87 

51 

12.9 

14.7 

East Baton 






Tangipahoa... 

2,736 

740 

320 

27.1 

30.8 

!Rouge._._._._u . 

2,427 

1,486 

872 

61.2 

63,7 

Tensas ........ 

2,089 

1,883 

1,548 

90.1 

93.7 

East Carroll... 

2,286 

2,086 

1,130 

91.8 

92.4 

Terrebonne. . . 

855 

208 

123 

2L3 

24.0 

East Peiiciana. 

2, 405 

1,725 

1, 189 

71.7 

73.2 







Evangeline. ... 

3,550 

2,024 

1,864 

57.0 

(*) 

TTnion 

3,426 

1,285 

1,139 

37.5 

30. S 




Vermilion 

2,9.58 

1,382 

1,276 

46.7 

42.6 

PranT^iln - . 

4,592 

3, 551 

2,863 

77,3 

64.4 

Vernon 

1,277 

98 

69 

7. 7 

9.9 

Grant 

1,649 

751 

647 

45.5 

43.2 

Washington... 

2, 165 

644 

507 

29. 7 

31.7 



1,481 

749 

698 

50.6 

46.8 

Webster 

2,672 

1,120 

931 

41. 9 

44.3 

Iberville 

669 

331 

192 

49.5 

44.3 







Jackson 

2,010 

723 

629 

36.0 

31.3 

West Baton 












} Rouge 

402 

23S 

48 

59.2 

65. S 

Jefferson 

334 

191 

10 

57.2 

67.4 

West Carroll.. 

1,476 

957 

769 

64.8 

62.9 

JeflersonDavis 

1, 163 

436 

414 

37.5 

(2) 

West Pehciana 

1,767 

1,479 

535 

83.7 

84.7 

T,o Sail A 

742 

142 

101 

19.1 

19.0 

W’inn 

1,639 

34S 

304 

21.2 

21.0 

■liiCJr CtCbAlOw m m m m m m 

Lafayette 

3,048 

1,804 

1,742 

59.2 

66.4 







Lafourche 

1, 190 

469 

397 

39.4 

37.7 







Lincoln 

2,247 

1,009 

914 

44.9 

44.5 







Livmgston 

1,311 

337 

231 

25.7 

23.8 







Madison 

2,071 

1,926 

1,793 

93.0 

93.4 







Morehouse 

3,239 

2,618 

2,227 

SO. 8 

78.8 







Natchitoches. . 

5,408 

3,512 

3,207 

64.9 

65.6 








MAHTE. 


The State . . - 

48,227 

2,004 

292 

4.2 

4.3 

Oxford 

Penobscot 

Androscoggin . 

2,235 

91 

16 

4.1 

6.0 

Piscataquis. . . 

Aroostoolr.’ . . . 

6,741 



3.7 

3.6 

Sagadahoc 

Cumberland. - 

3,740 

172 




Somerset 

Waldo 

Franklin 

1,849 

80 

25 

4.3 

3.8 

Hancock 

2.442 

4.442 
1,427 

87 

14 

3.6 

3.5 

Washington... 

V 18 Y1 

230 

65 

26 

5.2 

3.6 

York 

Knox 

12 

4.6 

4.1 


Lincoln 

2,024 

77 

1 

3.8 

3.5 




143 

12 

4.6 

4.9 

»,18S 

210 

17 

4.0 

4.5 

,424 

67 

7 

4.7 

4.5 

852 

63 

17 

7.4 

4.0 

,646 

133 

24 


3.7 

,234 


20 

3.9 

4.7 

5,561 

70 

1 12 

2.7 

3.0 

;,344 

138 

6 

4.1 

4.7 


1 Share tenants in Southern States include croppers, 
a Parish formed since 1910. ^ 

3 Parish boundary changed between 1910 and 1920. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


6*3. — Farms, Tenant Farms, and Seiare-tenant Farms, 1920: and 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by’ States and Counties — C ontd. 


j 

1 NUMBER OF FARMS, 

PEE CENT OF 

j- 

1920. 


TENANCY, 

COUNTY- * 



f 

: ! Totoi. 

1 1 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

teii- 

ant.i 

1920 j 1910 

1 


K<20. 


i TKNANCY. 


Total. 


TfJi- 

aal. 


i^harc 

ron- 

ai'tJ 


llhiOi 1010 


MAB,Y3LAHrD. 


47,9ftK! 

13, Ml 

1 11,011 

28.9 

29.5 

909i 

177 

511 

17,7 

17.2 

bW 

}^2 

4211 

28.1 

8 29.5 


082 

277 

19. 0 

2 2(t6 

m\ 

jUK 

0 

2C.6 

2 43. 5 

1,130| 

3^*8 

313 

30.8 

34. S 

3,071, 

m 

539. 

32.1 

36.3 

3,5181 

MO 

688 

2,'}. 9 

24.5 

l,740j 

593 

451 

34. i 

30.8 

l,9Sri 

757 


38.1 

36.4 

2,019 

817 

7Ui 

40.5 

: 30.5 

3,M7| 

1,057 

W'J 

27.7 

31.4 


Tlwj te’tatcj... 

Allf'-fyany 

AriTic Anindol 

BaltiTjn<m» 

Biiltimora city 

C al v*‘rt 

Caridiue 

Carroll 



f'hiarles 

nfW’fhchier... 

Frederick. ... 


Garrett - 

Harford.. ^ 

Howard. 
Kent...., 

Montgomery. . 
Princo Georges 
Queen Aimes . 

St. Mary.? 

Somerset 

Talbot 

Washington...! 

WUcomieo 

Worcester 


I.SIC 

1 

140 

58 

7.7 

9.9 

2,39fi 

39Si 

30S 

16.4 

20.5 

1,297 

242 

154 

18.7 

10.6 

1,032 

549 

473 

53.2 

51. 5 

2,145 

493 

37S 

23.0 

21.4 

2,457 

862 

656 

35.1 

2S.9 

1,409 

736 

662 

52.2 

52.7 

1,790 

734 

069 

41.0 

41. .8 

1,820 

356 

259 

19.6 

23.1 

1,205 

460 

412 

38.2 

38.9 

2,544 

814 

727 

32.0 

32.3 

2,504 

684 

508 

27.3 

28. 9 

2,334 

8a3 

601 

34.4 

38.0 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


The State-. 

Banwtablc... 
Berkshire. ... 

Bri.stol 

Bukes 


Essex 

Franklin.. 

Hampden. 


; 32,0011 

2.287| 

330 

7.tl 

8.1 

075 ' 

30i 

3 

4. 4] 

"i 4 

2,359; 

2581 

25 

10.9 

11.0 

3,77(» 

355! 

23 

9.4 

10,7 

152 

9j 

2 

5.9 

2.9 

2,9(ki! 

259 

7 

8,7 

10.1 


193 

96 

6.9 

8.2 

2,008 

99 

9 

4.SI 

8.2 


Hampshire. 
Miadlcsex. . 
Nantucket . 
Norfolk. ... 

Plymouth.. 

Suffolk 

Worcester.. 


2, 97fl 

162 

67 

5.4 

5.3 

4,44f 

275 

17 

6.2 

2 S.2 


2 

1 

8.S 

8.3 

1,404 

100 

2 

7.1 

2 7.8 

2,171 

147 

14 

6.S 

5.4 

73 

9 

1 

12.7 

2 IS. 6 

6,132 

380 

65 

6.3 

7.1 






1,452 

176 

102 

12.1 

6,7 

528 

6 


1.1 

2.3 

1,725 

163 

114 

9.4 

10.2 

3,859 

1,038 

846 

26.9 

17.9 

4,025 

1,000 

774 

24.8 

24.8 

1,741 

448 

2 

25.7 

24.1 

4,604 

548 

261 

11.9 

7.4 

3,224 

692 

531 

21.6 

21.1 

3, 223 

815 

698 

25.3 

22.8 

929 

99 

67 

10.7 

5.7 

621 

22 

3 

3.5 

2.4 

3,333 

582 

441 

17.6 

11. S 

3,544 

783 

620 

22.1 

22.2 

3,161 

767 

610 

24.3 

23.2 

796 

99 

72 

12.4 

8.0 

5,605 

993 

612 

17.7 

18.3 

72 

50 

2 

69.4 

47.2 

703 

74 

57 

10,5 

9.0 

3,614 

838 

546 

23.2 

18.0 

1,347 

89 

55 

6.6 

6.4 

5,080 

1,661 

1,040 

30.7 

26.9 

2,632 

526 

406 

20.0 

18.9 

194 

7 

4 

3.6 

4.1 

479 

24 

6 

5.0 

5.9 

3,570 

695 

328 

19.5 

18.3 

1,499 

114 

71 

7.6 

8.7 


MICHIGAN. 


The State... 


AJc<*na.. 

Alger 

Allegan. 
Alpena. . 
Antnm. 

Arenac. - 
Baraga. - 
Bariy... 

Bay 

Bemic . . 


Berrien... 

Branch 

Callioun... 
Oas'’'. • 

Charle voix ... . 

Cheboygan. .. . 
Chippewa.. 

Chirc. 

C’linton 

Crawford.. 


Bflra 

IMcfcini‘On. 

Eaton 

Emmet . . . 
Genesee... 


190,447 

34 , 722 ! 23,28o! 17.7 

15. S 

Gladwin 

Gogebic 

932 

i — 

30 




8.2 

7.6 

Grand 

3S(i 

3 

8‘25 

i 1 

0.8 

1.4 

Traverse 

5,734 

488 

14.4 

13.0 

Gratiot 

1,275 

65 

21 

5.1 

4.3 

Hillsdale 

1,481 

165 

9£ 

11. 1 

7.4 


1,392 

130 

90 

9.3 

8.8 

Houghton 

Huron 

653 

3€ 

2 

5.5 

2.2 

Ingham 

3,313 

645 

525 

19.5 

19.3 

Xoma 

3,216 

362 

118 

11.3 

7.9 

Iosco 

972 

82 

43 

8.4 

8.1 

Iron 

5,4*43 

803 

545 

14.8 

15.6 

Isabella 

3,222 

MS 

645 

2*1.0 

25.4 

Jackson 

3,646’ 

95i^ 

S2S 

26.3 

25.8 

Kalamazoo 

2, 572i 

724 

650 

2S. 1 

29.6 

Kalkaska ..... 

1,306 

131 

71 

10.0 

9.1 

Kent..... 

i,m 

03 

31 

5.3 

4.2 

Keweenaw. . . . 

1,569 

124 

39 

7.9 

7.0 

I^ke 

1,248 

3,323 

177 

129 

14.2 

7.8 

Lapeer 

779 

637 

23.4 

21.6 

Leelanau 

212 

25 

9 

11.8 

7.3 

Lenawee 

1,395 

m 

55 

9 

14 

1 

S.9 

2.1 

3.9 

3.8 

Livingston 

Luce 

3,719j 

842 

663 

22.6 

23.2 

Mackinac 

1 , 298| 

M 

34 

6. 2 

7.9 

! Macomb 

3, G39i 

902 

655 

24.8 

21.7 

Manistee 


I Share tenants in Southern States include croppers. 
» County boundary changed between 1910 ancfl920. 
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Ti^LE 63. Farms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms 1920* wd 
Pbbcentage of Tenancy, 1930 and 1910, by States and CocN^iEs—Coatd 



The State... 

178,478 

44,138 

18,076 

24.7 

21.0 

AitMn 

1,945 

129 

40 

6.6 

6,2 

Anoka 

1,589 

287 

127 

18.1 

12.7 

Becker 

2,631 

508 

336 

19.3 

12.8 

Beltrami 

3,065 

179 

72 

5.8 

4.S 

Benton 

1,561 

200 

115 

12.8 

9.9 

Big Stone 

1,026 

410 

188 

40.0 

32.6 

Blue Earth 

2,954 

909 

359 

30.8 

27.0 

Brown 

1,976 

696 

174 

35.2 

28,7 

Carlton 

1,917 

69 

18 

3.6 

3.7 

Carver 

2,009 

341 

67 

17.0 

15.2 

Cass 

1,579 

176 

81 

11.1 

9.0 

Chippewa 

1,624 

611 

264 

37.6 

30.0 

Chisago 

2,236 

358 

144 

16.0 

8.6 

Clay 

1,948 

678 

426 

34. S 

24.3 

Clearwater 

1,253 

88 

60 

7.0 

5. 0 

Cook 

141 

4 

1 

2.8 

1.4 

Cottonwood. . . 

1,801 

753 

135 

41.8 

33.8 

Crow Wing 

1,281 

223 

70 

17.4 

10.4 

Dakota 

2,373 

5S5 

254 

24.7 

25.2 

Dodge 

1,636 

621 

296 

38.0 

31.7 

Douglas 

2,505 

458 

230 

18.3 

11,8 

Faribault 

2,358 

SS6 

369 

37.6 

32.2 

Fillmore 

3,177 

1,113 

638 

35.0 

27.4 

Freeborn 

2,574 

849 

341 

33.0 

27.6 

Goodhue 

3,128 

1,014 

519 

32.4 

31.6 

Grant 

1,317 

m2 

209 

35.1 

25.7 

Hennepin 

3,954 

800 

130 

20.2 

18.7 

Houston 

1,978 

456 

256 

23.1 

20.4 

Hubbard 

1,252 

152 

SO 

12.1 

7.S 

Isanti 

2,212 

316 

198 

14.3 

10.0 

Itasca 

1,436 

89 

20 

6.2 

3.7 

Jackson 

2,218 

945 

142 

42.6 

35.9 

Kanabec 

1,568 

150 

53 

9.6 

5.9 

Kandiyohi 

2,432 

743 

278 

30.6 

25. 6 i 


Kittson 

1,409 

255 

200 

18.1 

11.2 

Koochiching . . 

944 


6 

4-0 

1.6 

Lae Qui Parle. 

2,008 

889 

m\ 

43.3 

ai.8 

Lake 

208 

4 

1! 

1.9 

1.0 

Le Sueur 

2,269 

3861 

183 

17.0 

16.3 

Lmcoln 

1,468 

533! 

125; 

36. 3 

27.9 

I^on 

McLeod 

1,816 

7^ 

2841 

40.7 

36.0 

2,447 

454 

lOS' 

IS. 6 

16.0 

Mahnomen 

590 

115 

95; 

19.5 

29.6 

Marshall 

2,697 

483 

394 

17.9 

12.5 

Martin 

1 2,435 

1,031 

278 

42.3 

34.9 

Meeker 

2,460 

530 

204: 

21.5 

19.6 

Miile Lacs 

1.S98 

188 

021 

9.9 

9.3 

Morrison 

3,095 

363 

217 

11.7 

9.2 

Mower 

2,364 

9^19 

460. 

40. 1 

28.6 

Murray 

1, 876 

816 

162 

43. 5 

34.6 

Nicollet 

1,497 

511 

195 

34.1 

32.3 

Nobles 

2,018 

1,080 

123 

53.5 

46.0 

Norman 

1,940 

606 

461 

31.2 

20.4 

Olmsted 

2,287 

661 

403 

28.9 

2S.4 

Otter Tail 

6,627 

1,144 

709 

17.3 

13.7 

Permington... 

1,221 

176 

131 

14. 1 

n.3 

Pine 

3, OSS 

232 

71 

7.5 

5. 4 

Pipestone 

Polk 

1, 187 
4,200 

644 

1,111 

70 

892 

51.3 

26. .3 

46.7 
17. S 

Pope 

1,802 

518 

303 

28,7 

19.6 

Ramsey 

9S3 

197 

6 

20.0 

19. 5 

Red Lake 

907 

199 

150 

21. 9 

18.8 

Redwood 

2,548 

1,039 

335 

40. S 

3;3.7 

Rem-ille 

3,049 

1,14S 

504 

37.7 

2*9.0 

Rice 

2,416 

4S3 

277 

20.0 

18.3 

Rock 

1,307 

770 

91 

5S. 9 

56.8 

Roseau 

1,8.34 

159 

106 

S.0 

6.2 

St. Louis 

4,271 

146 

21 

3.4 

3.2 

Scott 

1,628 

290 

67 

17.8 

19.6 

Sherburne 

1,400 

268 

157 

19.1 

16.6 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Tablr 63. — FarmHj Tenant FAitMf’, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920; and 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties — Contd. 



NLMBK.R OP FARMS, 
1920. 

PER < ?.N1 1 -r . 
TENANCY. 1 

i ! 

Tnti. 1 8hare 

Total. ™*- ' tcii- 
i 1 iint.i 

t 

i 1 

litiol laio ; 


NUMBER OF FARMS, PER CENT OP 
1920. ten'an'cy. 


Share 

ton- 1920 1910 
ant.i I 


Sihlpy 

Stearns 

Steele 

Stevens 

Swift 


Todd 

Tra\erse 

Wabasha 

Wadena 


2,111 

552 

2G7 

26. 11 

22. 1 

, 'iVaseea 

1,609 

451 

196 

2S.0 

4,59s 

805 

4!4 

17. 5! 

Tio 

Washington... 

2,014 

406 

78 

20.2 

!-S6<3 

447 

21s 

24.0' 

19.4 

Watonwan. . . . 

1,402 

533 

146 

38. 0 

l,3a3 

543 

192 

46. 7, 

33.1 

WilMn 

1,103 

608 

329 

43.7 

1,78L 

639' 

306 

35.9 

25.8 




3,52li 

629' 

322 

17.9 


W’inona 

2,150 

627 

2,sr> 

24.5 

13.1 

Wright 

3,937 

627 

227 

15,9 


5titj 

307 

54. 7 

37.9 

Yellow 




I.S'Jll 

MS, 

226 

20.9 

26.7. 

Alcdiclnc 

2,109 

766 

295 

36.3 

I 

1981 

135 

14. 9| 

12.3 1 





MISSISSIPPI. 


Bolivar.. 

Calhoun., 


Claiborne. 

Ciark©..,. 


Cfkanoma. 

Copiah... 


Co\in^on. 

1)0 Suto... 

Fwest 

Franklin.. 
George .... 

Gieene. ... 
Grenada.. 
Haneock.. 
Harrison.. 
Hinds 


:e... 

272, im' 

179,802^35, 3 59 66. l' 


1,673 

1,271( 

563, 70. 0| 


2, 901 

l,:i76' 

1,240| 47.4! 


3,148 

1,5751 

925; 50.0, 


4. 024 

1,9461 

1,6,> 48.41 


1,904 

1,125, 

582. 59.1 


12, 80S 

ILO?.*) 

9,400 93.5 


3. 266 

1,733 

l,r»49| f4i, 1 


3.963 

2, 523 

2, IKil 63.7 


3, 0,55 

1,97,5 

1,703, 61,6 


2, 188 

744 

008 34. 0 


2, 154 

1,589 

994 73.8 


2,206 

792 

407 35. 0 


2, 793 

1,8S9 

1,475, 67.6 


8, 628 

8, 2:14 

6,823 9,5.4 


4, 349 

2,535 

1,897 5S.3 


2, 151 

746 

Cn! 34.7 


4,858 

4,021 

1,7681 82. 8 


1,015 

28S 

196' 28.4 


2, 210 

1,17,5 

845 oil, 2 


601, 

44 

O"' 7 «. 


602 

2.1 

17; 4.0‘ 


1- 870 

1,370 

1,257! 73. .3; 


249 


0! 9. 2' 


720 

7S 

2r^\ 10.8'! 


5, 951 

•if 557 

3,128i 76.6' 


. Lee 

Leflore 

Lincoln 

Lowndes 

Madison 

Manon 


Marshall 

Monroe 

Montgomery. 

Neshoba 

Newton 

Noxubee 


Oktibbeha... 

Panola 

Pearl Itiver.. 

Perry 

Pike. 


32.0 ! Pontotoc.... 

SO. 1 ' Prentiss 

29.3 j Quitman.... 


6.6 
74. I 
5.9 I 
10. 3 I 


Holmes 

Humphreys. 
Jssa<fuena. .. 
Itawamba... 
Jackson 


7S. 7l « 7S. 6 
90. Ul (*) 
M. 2' 90.0 
47. (I 40. I 


'S.6 i Tallahatchie. 

*) ' Tate 

►0.0 ii Tippah 

to. I ;» Ti'-homingo.. 
5.6 ,1 Tunica 


Jasper j 

Jetierson 

Jefferson Davis 

Jones 

Kemper 

Lafayette 

ummr 

Lauderdale.... 

1-awrence 

Leake 


1,149 

788 41.2 

4.4.0 

2, i;{8 

1,2661 72.7 

76. 3 I 

9U 

885 41.4 

39. 7 . 

833 

622 31, 2 

35. 8 ' 

1, 775 

1,0% 51.8 

53.1 { 

2, 143 

l,827| 63.3 

65. 3 I 

2!?2 

H5I 21.5 

21. 7 ! 

1,397 

920| 4.5. i 

46! 2 i 

7S5 

ifi)v,\ 41.3 

41. 1 1 

1 470 

L2M 42. V, 

40.4 


5, tM.i7 5,672 
3,172 1,235 


Scott 

Sbarkev 

Simplon 

Smith 

Stone 

Sunflow^er 




Walthall 

W arrt’n 

Wai:,hmfrton,, 
Wajme 

Webster 

Wilkinson. . , 

Winston 

Yalobusha . . . 
Yazoo 


s !>out hern States include croppers. 

Lourij.}, boaadury chanced bLA'.cen 1910 ana 1920 , 
® Lounry formed since ! 91 (.. 


3,005 

68.8 

69.8 

4,416 

95. 1 

95.4 

S60 

38.9 

43.4 

1, 15S 

67.9 

77.2 

1,S73 

72.0 

79.6 

525 

32.3 

3 27.9 

1,960 

77.1 

73.5 

2, 144 

60.9 

67.1 

954 

53.1 

61.6 

967 

37.4 

34.0 

l,0ti4 

38.6 

3S. 8 

2,026 

78.1 

82.9 

1,330 

61.9 

63.5 

2,800 

75.8 

79.0 

ss 

15.8 

13.6 

124 

20.7 

15.5 

034 

40.5 

2 40. 4 

1, S14 

49.4 

,55. 2 

1,795 

60.2 

GO. 1 

3,302 

90. 9 

S6.3 

1,250 

4S. 7 

52.4 

090 

34.2 

45. 2 

1,946 

93 0 

s 92. 1 

S4() 

38. 5 

42.8 

G61 

2S. 6 

33.3 

49 

21.2 

(») 

7,216 

95. 1 

2 01. 3 

5,220 

S7.2 

S3. 9 

2, 262 

7S. 9 

79. 2 

1, 1,53 

47. 5 

48. 2 

S05 

40. 0 

41.9 

.3, *192 

93. 2! 

92.2 


60. 4 60. 3 

4L7 (8) 
SO. 1 82. 6 

94.4 294.4 
31. 4 30. 1 


62.2 68.1 
82. 0 s 85. 3 
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Table 63. — Farms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1020; am) 
Percentage op Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties — C uiitd. 



NUMBER OF FARMS, 
1920. 

PER CENT OF 
TENANCY. 

COTJUTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant. 

1920 

1910 


NL-MBE?. FAKMS, FT.R < »r 

IV20. TLNANtV. 


Totul. 


Ten- 

ant. 


UlSSOITRI. 


Shan^ 

ten- 

ant. 


1 

tih.0 1 1910 


The State.,. 


Adair. ... 
Andrew.. 
Atchison. 
Audrain. , 
Barry 


Barton 

Bates 

Benton 

Bollinger... 

Boone 

Buchanan. 


Butler. . .. 
Caldwell . . 
Callaway.. 
Camden.. , 


Carroll. 


Carter 

Cass 

Cedar 

Chariton . 
Christian. 


Clark... 

Clay.... 

Clinton. 

Cole 

Cooper.. 


Crawford., 

Dade 

Dallas 


De Elalh. 


Dent 

Douglas 

Dunklin. . . 
Franklin... 
Gasconade. 


Gentry 

Greene 

Grundy.. 

Harrison. 

Henry... 


Hickory. 
Holt.... 
Howard. 
Howell.. 
Iron 


Jackson.. 
Ja^er — 
Jefferson. 
Johnson.. 
Knox .... 


Laclede. .. 
Lafayette. 
Lawrence. 

Lewis 

Lincoln... 


263,004 

75, 727 

46,245 

28. s] 

29.9 I 

— — j 

2,453 

570 

254 

23. 21 

26.2 5 

2,334 

793 

298 

34. 0l 

30.6 S 

1,641 

715 

611 

46. 41 

38.4 2 

2 521 

754 

268 

29. 9 

30.9 

3,308 

654 

532 

19.8 

25.7 2 

2,362 

992 

528 

42.01 

40.9 2 

3 500 

1,240 

541 

3.5.41 

37.8 ] 

2 157 

496 

308 

23.0 

22.3 ' 

2,226 

396 

320 

17.8 

18.9 

3,325 

742 

459 

22.3 

24.1 : 

2,627 

1,050 

524 

40.0 

37.7 

2, 105 

780 

639 

37.1 

30.1 

1 963 

653 

323 

33.3 

32.9 : 

3,284 

692 

432 

21.1 

20.4 

1, 739 

.534 

351 

30.7 

29.3 ; 

1 2,661 

585 

524 

22.0 

24.0 : 

3,077 

1,072 

638 

34.8 

34.5 

608 

164 

118 

27.0 

37.4 

3, 036 

1,009 

378 

33.2 

34.5 

. 2,448 

601 

467 

24.6 

29.2 

3, 426 

1,103 

835 

33.9 

32.7 

. 2,585 

520 

416 

20.1 

24.7 

. 1,908 

601 

2S7 

31.5 

28.3 

1,973 

632 

302 

32.0 

34.0 

1, 576 

478 

215 

30.3 

29.6 

. 1,621 

204 

1.88 

16.3 

14.5 

. 2,419 

478 

329 

19.8 

21.4 

1,856 

419 

270 

22.6 

28.0 

2,294 

630 

482 

27.5 

30.6 

2, 177 

4.55 

311 

20.9 

27-8 

2, 731 

819 

417 

30.0 

31.5 

2 ; 023 

618 

258 

30,5 

32.2 

1,859 

401 

281 

21.6 

23.9 

2,633 

564 

396 

21.4 

25.5 

3, 033 

1,949 

1,285 

64.3 

67.4 

3, 845 

857 

596 

22.3 

20.7 

[I 1,768 

325 

234 

18.4 

15.4 

2,269 

838 

355 

36.9 

33.1 

4,252 

1,007 

638 

23.7 

27.3 

1,916 

549 

1 2,56 

28. 7 

26.6 

3,136 

902 

! 356 

28.8 

2tJ.7 

.. 3,09g 

i 1,060 

» 572 

34.2 

35.5 

.. 1,2&S 

t 276 

» 17 c 

I 21.4 

: 26.6 

.. 1,314 

t 657 

' 481 

L 36.2 

1 36. 4 1 

.. 1 09S 

5 26€ 

» 187 

r 15.7 

23.9 i 

.. 3,076 

i 75€ 

1 542 

1 24.7 

' 23.9 

92£ 

> 18,^ 

i 12? 

} 19. S 

1 28. 3 

.. 3,34f 

i 1,24S 

5 301 

) 37. S 

; 39.4 

.. 2 7gf 

5 1,051 

L 66f 

i 37.7 

: 47. 1 

. . 2 211 

3 6»3( 

) 23^ 

1 24. S 

i 21 . 9 

. . 3, S9< 

) 1,071 

1 46S 

i 29. J 

J 33.9 

.. 1,S8( 

) 49J 

} 21 : 

J 'AS. /ti 

2,59< 

} 58< 

) 37' 

22,: 

22.4 

2 80' 

7 OS': 

J 44* 

t 33. 

k 33. 4 

2 ! 971 

9 79 - 

4 65* 

7 26.’ 

27.3 

1,87 

s 52J 

5 2.3' 

7 28. 

[) 22.3 

... 2,54 

0 67: 

3 42 

J 26. 

5 25. 1 


Pike. 


Platte.... 

Polk 

Pulasld.. 
Putnam- 
Ralls 


Randolph.. 

Ray 

Reynolds., 

Ripley 

St. Charles 1 

St.Clair , 

St. Francois...! 

SI . Louis 

St. Louis city 
Ste. Genevieve 


Saline 

Schuyler.. 

Scotland.. 

Scott 

Shannon. 


Stoddard 

Stone 

Sullivan 

Taney 


Texas 

Vernon 

Warren 

Washington. 


"Wayne. . . 
W'cbster.. 
Worth... 
Wright... 


2,513 
2,316 
2, 14:^ 
3,760 
1,046 

1,< 
1,023 
1,969 
2,194 
1,1M 

2 U 1 O 
2,261 
1,K5S 
2,062 

2,906 
3,657 
2,031 
1, 0791 
2,012 


l,972l 

2,7{*7l 

l,9J‘2l 

2,6H! 

2,021 

3,405 

1,454 

2,153 

1,633 

2,380 

2,541 

1,073 

1,638 

2,165 

2,649 

1,260 

3,7351 

244 

1,190| 

3,024: 


645 

625 

447 

787 

228 

377 

44:1 

447 

461, 

852 


3i^; 

372^ 

35 s 

iwj 

27b| 

2% 

276 

ml 

703' 


21.7. 
27. 6! 

20. yj 

2»t 01 

21 . 

22. 3' 


8231 

241 

16. '7! 

717] 

208 

’.| 

537 I 

326 

2.J. 8, 

420! 

294 

22. 61 

1,624 

l,3h6 

79.1 

916 


31.5 

1,205 

434 

3 : 3. 0 

527 

403 

2’. 9 

305 

202 

1.5. 4 

452 

379 

22. 5 ' 

1,822 

1,419 

71.9 

43S 

349 22.2' 

767 

8S4 

27. 4' 

533 

340 


710 

548 

2ii. •» 

m 

528 

j 

39 . 6i 

744 

520 

21.91 

335 

240 

24 . 0 ! 

407 

223 

I U; 

4S1 

262 

2J.5 

.502 

197 

21. ll 

746 

470 

2 A 11 

205 

155 

W. ll 

398 

317 

24. 3 

748 

4»’»2 :J4.5 


865 

3<‘6 

1,39H 

99 

229 

969 


566! 

hVi' 

«Ti 


32.7; 

2 -. 9' 
37, 4i 
4<i.6 
19.2 


2ft 8 
2 *. 6 
2.5.0 
21.6 

24.5 

26.8 

21.1 

25.3 

22.3 
71.7 

21.1 

‘A*. H 

24.6 

Hl.O 


.38 


76.5 
22.9 
30.1 

24.6 

27.7 

3«.9 
2G.4 
25. 4 

20. H 

29.0 

22.0 

29.8 

27.9 
24. .6 

33.9 

32.9 
28,3 
3t4.6 

39.9 
19.7 


6001 32.0' 33.7 


1,800 

486 


196i 


2S.2 

1,432 

801 


739^ 

5 . 5.9 

f6. 5 

1,556 

349 


231 

22.4* 

1 

29.2 

2, 195, 

588 


255! 

20. V 

22.9 

3,685 

1,708 


1,595 

l! 

.51,2 

1,741' 

326 


242; 

is. 7! 

Zi. 2 

2, (xiO 

m 


265' 

i-’"| 

20.1 

1,216 

312 

1 

246 


25.6 

3,3031 

090 

527 ' 

20 . .5| 

20.8 

3,2(77' 

1. 191 

767, 

30 . 5 ; 

35. S 

1, 425 

419 ! 

274 

2*^6 4 

24.3 

1,527, 

470j 

344 

30. 8 

36.3 

1,076! 

432 

340' 

25. 8 

j 

1 26.4 

2,697! 

550! 

418 

2il. 4^ 

24.5 

1/215, 

:i64' 

112 

30. 0} 29. .5 

2,61-0 

44 


327 

16. 6 

22.1 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Tujlk Fakms, Tk.van’T Farms, avd Siiake-tenavt Farms, 1920; and 

Percentage op Tenanc v, 1020 and 1910, by fc?TATEB and CorNTiES— Coutd. 



1 NPMBKIl OF FARMS, ; 
lOlIf). 

I»KR CUNT OF 1 
TENANTCy. , 

i 

,{ 

i| 

1 NUMBER OF FARMS, , 
I 1020. 

PER CENT OF 
TENANCY. 

Vf ir.VTY. 

Total. 

1 mit. i 

lot’oj 

i ' 

1 COCNTY. 

1 

1 

! 

Total- 1 aS?: 

! 

Share 

ten- 

ant. 

1020 

1 

1010 


MONTAITA. 


The State...! 


Beaverhead . 
Bik Horn , . . 

Blaine 

Broad 

Carbon 


Carter 

CatiCiifie . . . 
ChcHJteatt. 

Ciwb'r 

Daw.wri... 


l>eer Lodue. 

B'allru 1 

Ferjm^ 

Flathead.... 
Galiaua 


GarfjeM. - 
Olacner. . . 
Granite. . 

Hill 

JetIorj.(jn . 


Ijewis and 

Clark 

liberty 

Luieoln 

MeCone.... 


The State . 


57,677 

0,507 

4,39s 

11 . 3 ! 

8.9 

Measjhor 

447 

20 

11 

4 . 0 

13 .S 








11 

0 

11.6 

(2) 

6 to 

40 


7.2! 1 10.3 

MLssniila 

1 , 32 :? 

207] 

87 

15. 6 

1 12.8 

701 

id'J 


24. 4i 

0) 

Miisseliihell — 

I,t364 

178 

150 

11.1 

cn 


05 

OS 

5.4 

P) 

Park 

756 

126 

70 

16.7 

1 12.5 

400 

7r, 

42 

16.3 

13.6 








197 

143 

14. o; 1 14.7 

PhlUips 

1,014 

69 

40 

3.1 

(-) 






Pondera 

1.06(» 

119 

163 

11.2 

(2) 

SVi 

30 

*y> 

4.6 

(*) 

Powder River. 

833 

19 

8 

2.3 


i,7r>ri 

211 

131 

13.6 

9.7 

Powell 

47f‘* 

50 

34 

10.5 

U(K9 

0.575 

ll« 

160 

7..0 

»2.6 

Prairie 

C73 

60 

36 

8.9 

0) 

041 

02 

33 

6.6 

15.2 







1,195 

103 

IIU 

13.6 

12.8 

Ravalli 

1,231 

307 

164 

24.9 

12.6 






Richland 

1,577 

19<1 

161 

12.0 

(-) 

202 

tV5 

2 

12.0 

4 26.9 

Roosevelt 

1,21.5 

129 

77 

10.6 

C“) 

7.5s 

m 

60 

11.3 

(*) 

Rosebud 

1,136 

as 

67 

7.7 

1 6.2 

4, 

i miy 

47 s 

13.4 

1 5.7 







i,ini5 

2sr 

152' 

14.0 

nt.9 

Sanden? 

667 

61 

23 

9.1 

1 8.5 

1,340 

357 

207 

26.5 

t 22, 9 

Sheridan 

2,40S 

272 

224 

1L,3 

(-1 , 


1 




Silver Bow.... 

331 

38 

3 

11.5 

17.4 

i,ri.30 

40* 

23 ! 

3.2 

TD 

Stillwater 

1,370 

203 

164 

11.8 

(3) 

1 372 

IS 

H 

4.S 

(<^) 







> 3.5 1 


16 

9.3 

7.r> 

Sweet Grass... 

863' 

ins 

65 

12.6 

15.7 

i 2 . 2,571 

m 

71 

4.0 

(*) 

Teton 

1,13.5 

122; 

91 

; 10. 7 

13.0 

1 AA-.! RO 

1 29 

10.8 

8.6 

Toole 

9:13 

3t 

24 

3.6 

(2) 





Treasure 

330 

61 

40 

IS. 5 

hi 

8,55 

117 

* 42 

13,7 

14.4 

Valley 

2,169 

133 

73 

6, 1 

1 7.1 

51.5 

IS 

9 

3.51 

(tt) 

Wheatland.... 

688 

72 

47 

10.6 

(2) 

341 

33 

13 

9. 7i 

1 et.4 

Wibaux 

530 

106 

86 

20.0 

C®) 

1.284 

89 

50 

6.91 

(*) 

Yellowstone... 

2,211 

467 

336 

21.1 

1 8.2 

901 

143 

79 

15. 9 

1 

1 16.2 








2TEBBASBLA. 


Aflam^s. . - 
Antelope. 
Arthur. . . 
Banner... 


Blaine 

Bfxme 

Bos: Butte 

Boyd 

Brown 


ButTllo.. 

Burt 

Butler.. 

C'aj:5 


Chase 

Cherry 

Chej eiu.e. , . 

Cifiy 




Cuming. 
Oister... 
Dakota. . 
Dawci:.. 
Daw'soa- 


121,417 

,53, t.30; 25,536 

42,9 

38. 1 

Deuel 

384 

1,441 

1,79-4 

Ill 

603 

7S8 

130 

203 

235 

36.7 

41.8 
43.0 

28.6 
40.5 
48. S 

! . 688 


339 

49.8 

4ii 

Dodge 

2,08:i 

899 

346 

43,2 

41.9 

Douglas 

1, 700 

70S 

124 

41.4 

42.9 

291 

261 

5 

8.9 

CD 

Dundy 

6Hl 

232 

187 

35.1 

18.0 

301 

71 ; 

49 

23.6 

5.7 

FiUmorc* 

1,975 

1,135 

547 

68.5 

53.0 

289 

83 

54 

28.7 

3.0 

Franklin 

1,394 

609 

326 

43.7 

39.6 

1,859 

S21 

312 

44.2 

44.6 

Frontier 

1.347 

572 

445 

42.5 

37.1 

641 

197. 

395' 

124 

123 

30.7 

16.7 

Furnas 

1,493 

678 

1,503 

453 

43.4 

41.8 

1,078 

36.6 

32.4 

Gage 

2,918 

612 

51.5 

52.8 

738 

223 

104 

30.2 

12.9 

Garden .... 

714 

201 

156 

28. 2 

14.6 

=.n:« 

1, 17S! 

066 

49.6 

42.4 

Garfield 

490 

151 

53 

30.8 

I 0.5 

1, tl7 

6S7 

316 

IS. 5 . 48. 6 

G<i&per 

882 

400 

241 

‘15. 4 

41.0 

1,850 

7,83, 

312 

42.3' 43.0 

Grant 

151 

27 

4 

17.9 

12.3 

1.946 

874, 

5SU 

44.9 

45.2 

Greeley 

1,165 

474 

199 

40. 7 I 

35.8 

2,064{ 

1,085; 

352 

52.6 

44.9 

Hall 

1,55<3 

744 

387 

47.8 

42.5 

7t)."' 

1 271 ' 

229 

3S.4 

24.8 

Hamilton 

i,as2 

1, 010 

575 

; 53. 7: 

50.1 

1,W4 

, 3315 

136 

20.2 

3. 9 

Harlan 

1,320 

605 

675 

477 . 51.1 
187 38. 2 

43. 4 

85.4 

1 265 

240 

31.0 

12.6 

Haves 

231 

31. 1 

1,791 

I 907 

2i)2 

5t).6 

49. S 

Hitchcock 

776 

291 

257 37. 5 

32.6 

1, 392 ; 

, 441 

146 

31.7 

31.7 

Holt 

2,263 

816 

233 : 36.1 

25.8 

1.850 

1 76S' 

173 

41.3 

36.8 

Hooker 

ISO 

36 

16 

19.0 

0.8 

3, 70S| 

1 1,491 

756 

40.2 

35.7 

Howard 

1,523 

541 

309 

35.5 

20.6 

740 

I 3.!9 

109 

45.8 

42.4 

Jefferson 

1,827 

822 

453, 45. 0 

44. 5 

728; 

2'K) 

111 

27.5 

15.1 

Johnson 

1, 167 

525 

234 1 45. 0 

45. 5 

1,934 

1 874 

568 

45. 2 

42.5 

Kearney. 

1,300 

702 

2971 63.8 

45.2 

ty boundary changed between 1910 and 1920. 

® County formed since 1910. 
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Table 68. — Fasms, Tenant Farms, anc Sk.^ue-tenant Fakm.s, 1020; anu 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties— CM utd, 



NUMBER OP FARMS, 
1920. 

PER CENT OP 1 
TENANCY. ; 


NUMBER OF FARMn 
1920. 1 

1 1 

I»KR < O’ 

TEXAS 1 V, 

COUNTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant. 

1920 

! 

1910 1 

i 

COUNTY. 

Total. 

1 

rp j Share 

I t' ■ 

aat. 

1 

1920 1 1910 


NEBBASS:^.— Contiaued. 


Keith 

Keyapaha 

KimbaU 

Knox 

Lancaster 

Lincoln 

Logan 

Loup 

McPnerson — 
Madison 


Merrick.. 

Morrill.., 

Nance..,, 

Nemaha. 

Nuckolls 

Otoe 

Pawnee. 

Perkins. 

Phdps.. 

Pierce... 
Platte . . 
Polk.-.. 


673 

237 176 

1761 91 

35.2 

17.8 

Red willow 

1.091 

470, 

357' 

43.1 

34.4 

582 

30.2 

17.9 

Richardson.... 

1.974 

919 

470; 


45. H 

456 

159, 132 

34.9 

3.2 

Rock 

65.3 

m 

64, 

;j6.7 

H.9 

2,407 

1,015, 357 

42.2 

40.2 

Saline 

2,070 

719 

314 

34.7 

38.3 

3,259 

1,491 531 

45.8 

41.0 

Sarpy 

979 

451 

j 

155. 

46.1 

44.7 

2,024 

683 452 

3 : 5.7 

25.0 

Saunders 

2,697 

1,011 

:m 

37.5 

:H4 

168 

51i 40 

30.4 

11.2 

Scotts BluH... 

1,391 

642, 

502 

#i.2 

17. 3 

347 

Slj 46 

23.3 

17.9 

Seward 

2.130 

1,043, 

387 

49.0 

48.0 

355 

77' 45 

21.7 

10.2 

Sheridan 

1,063 

3 OI 1 


28. 0| 

14.1 

1,647 

7321 346 

41.4 

44.1 

Sherman 

1,337 

5121 

m 

38.3 

3'».G 

1,364 

551 311 

40.6 

36.0 

Sioux 

812 

172^ 

m 

2*1.1 

2..2 

957 

358 272 

37.4 

3.7 

Stanton 

1,151 

432 

134 

:j7 5 

41, 11.1 

1,102 

646 313 

40.5 

47.5 

Thayer 

1,889 

940' 

331 

49 . 8 

46.2 

1,524 

732 417 

48.0 

49.6 

Thomas 

216 

4h; 

20 

22.2. 

2.3 

1,638 

853 307 

52.1 

47.8 

Thurston..... 

1,105 


176 

50.3' 

j 

62.6 

2,253 

1, ia3 633 

52.5 

49.5 1 

VaUey 

1,295 

497 

227' 

38.4 

35. i 

1, 339 

559 224 

41.7 

42.3 

Washington... 

1,488 

638 

138 

42. 9 I 

42.6 

5S5 

203 184 

34.7 

31.1 

Wayne........ 

Webster 

1,287 

m 


53. 1: 

48.4 

1,271 

676 251 

53.2 

60.5 

1,530 

703 

407 

45. 9 

40,5 

1, 381 

609 219 

44.1 

46.5 

Wheeler. 

420 

122 

56 

2<.1.0 

13.2 

2,131 

1,476 

814 410 

748 363 

38.2 

50,7 

38.8 

51.1 

York 

2,012 

1,139 

C21 

55.8 

52.6 


NEVADA. 


The State... 

3,163 

296 

Churchill 

498 

39 

Clark 

162 

10 

Douglas 

129 

7 

Elko 

543 

44 

Esmeralda — 

19 

2 

Eureka 

00 

4 

Humboldt 

132 

9 

Lander 

64 

4 


122 

9.4 

12.4 

Lincoln 

145 

8 

4 

5. 5^ 

9.6 


297 

46 

12 

15. 5 

28.6 

24 

7.8 

6.8 

Mineral 

92 

4 

2 

4.3 

I!? « 

4 

6.2 

6.2 

Nye 

152 

14 

3 

9.2 

16.0 


5.4 

18.9 

Ormsby 

49 

10 

4 

20.4 

24.4 

16 

8.1 

5.9 

Pershing 

115 

13 

9 

11.3 



10.5 

12.9 

Storev 

14 

4 

1 

28.0 

jj* 5 

2 

6.7 

5.9 

Waslioe 

481 

58 

20 

12.1 

20.4 

4 

4 

6.8i 

6.31 

! 

110.3 

7.3 

1 

\mte Piae...| 

211 

20 

13 

! 

1 9, 5 

19.2 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


The State... 

20,523 

1 , 373 ! 

120 

8 . 7 ' 

6.9 

Grafton 

HUlsborougli. 

Merrimack... 

Belknap 

1,348 

Tsi” 

3 

5.4 

7.3 

Carroll r 

1,520 

1,626 

1.441 

68 

138 

120 

1 

3.8 

3.8 

Rockingham. 


1C 

8. 51 

7.6 

Strafford 

Coos 

23 

8.3! 

6.4 

Sullivan 



i 




1 County boundary changed between 1910 and 1920. 



» Comity formed since 1910. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Table 68.— Farms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920; and 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties — Contd. 



1 

NURBER OF FARMS, ] 
1920. 1 

PER CENT OF 
TENANCY. 


NUMBER OF FARMS, 
1920. 

PER CENT OF 
TENANCY. 

COUNTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share i 
ten- 
ant. 

1920 j 1910 

COUNTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

I 

Share 

ten- 

ant. 

1920 

1910 


NEW JERSEY. 


29,702 

6,826 

3,eoo 

23.0 

1,726 

12,5 

9 

7.2 

1,012 

191 

17 

18.9 

2, 172 

680 

242 

26.7 

1,036 

237 

S4 

22.9 

629 

69 

13 

11.0 

3,094 

549 

! 3Soi 

17.7 

375 

83 


22.1 

2,319 

494 

1 242 

21.3 


41 


41.8 


752 

1 329 

26.9 

i 


1,330 

346 

178 

26.0 

28.3 

1,383 

272 

147 

19.7 

19.5 

2,445 

561 

356 

22.9 

21.4 

1,333 

232 

87 

17.4 

17.3 

666 

79 

12 

11.9 

8.2 

475 

81 

2 

17.1 

18.9 

1,802 

639 

512 

35.5 

39 9 

1,454 

297 

148 

20.4 

20.7 

1,503 

508 

270 

33.8 

33.0 

390 

88 

4 

22.6 

23.0 

1,666 

6)02 

393 

36.1 

37.7 


TheStat^. 

Atlantic 

Bergen 

Bunlagton.. 

Camden 

CarweMay... 

Cumberland 
Essesc.. ...... 

Gloiiwstcr. . 

Hudson 

Huntordon-. 


24, S 

10.7 

17.0 

ao.6 

28.6 

16.3 

19.1 
21.6 
28.9 

37.2 

27.7 


Mercer... 

Middlesex 

Monmouth.,.. 
Morris... 

Ocean.... 
Passaic... 
Salem — 
Somerset. 

Sussex... 
Union — 
Warren.. 


NEW MEXICO. 


The State... 

29,844 

3.655 

2, 469' 

12.2 

5.5 

Bernalillo 

1,200 

78 


‘6.5 

4.6 

Chaves 

744 

196 

95, 

26.3 

16.0 

Colfax 

1,052 

202 

144 ; 

19.2 

16.3 

Curry 

Be Baca 

1,174 

477 

210 

37 

162 

12 

1 

17.9 

7.8 

4.1 

(») 

Bona Ana 

1,654 

343 

271 

32.5 

23.4 

Eddy 

785 

1 293 

230 

37.3 

1 12.7 

Grant 

345 

123 

961 

22.6 

» 17.5 

Guadalupe.... 

982 

44 

22 ; 

4.5 

14.1 

Hidalgo 

238 

24 

10 

10.1 

G) 

Lea 


39 

8 

5.7 

G) 

Lincoln 


90 

53 

14.1 

S.7 

Luna 

287 

52 

26i 

18,1 

6.2 

McKinley 

668 

225 

213 : 

1 

33.7 

0.9 


Mora 

1,911 

148 


7.7 

3.3 

Otero 

459 

54 

34 

11.8 

10.9 

Quay 

Rio Arriba 

1,423 

136 

66 

9.6 

2.1 

2,oe»3 

73 

58 

3.5 

3.0 

Roosevelt 

1, 117 

135 

77 

12.1 

12.2 

San Juan.*..... 

874 

149 

93 

17.0 

11.4 

San Miguel.... 

1,643 

80 

47 

4.9 

5.2 

Sandoval 

1,110 

57 

46 

5.1 

2.6 

Santa Fe 

S96 

42 

24 

4.7 

1.8 

Sierra 

396 

30 

18 

7.6 

11.3 

Socorro 

1,191 

163 

124 

13.7 

9.4 

Taos 

1, 116 

43 

27 

3.9 

5.4 

Torrance 

1, 365 

170 

105 

12. 5 

3.6 

Union 

2,652 

344 

210 

13.0 

1.1 

Valencia 

1,097 

75 

55 

6.8 

4.8 


NEW YORK. 


The State... 

193,195j 

37, 102 

20, 864 

19.2 

20.8 

Albany 

2,946 

651 

ISO 

22.1 

‘ 23.3 

Allegany 

4,405 

851 

607 

19. 3 

1 22.4 

Bronx 

55 

40 

1 

i 72.7 

(») 

Broome 

3,594 

500 

234 

: 13.9 

16.4 

Cattaraugus... 

5,306 

807 

506 

15.2 

18.3 


4,297 

936 

628 

21.8 

2.5. S 

Chautauqua... 

7, 100 

I 947 

448 

13.3 

15.1 


1, 946 

405 

267 

20. S 

24.2 

Chenango 

3,838 

! 667 

334 

17.4 

19.8 

Clinton 

3,402 

582 

329 

17.1 

16.0 

Columbia 

2,580 

425 

210 

16.5 

18.2 

Cortland 

2, 315 

417, 

204 

18.0 

20.9 

Delaware 

4,613 

508 

142 

ll.O 

13.8 

Dutchess 

3,114 

558 

146 

17.9 

18.9 

Erie 

7, 486 

1, 590 

418 

21.2 

23.8 

Essex 

1,978 

252 

111 

12.7 

1 11.4 

Franklin 

3, 291^ 

551 

2S7 

16.7 

15.6 

Fulton 

1, 773 

184 

64j 

iU.4 

13.3 

Genesee 

2, 885 

793 

5S9 

27.5 

24. C 

Greene 

2, 24S: 

311 

1171 

13.8 

16.2 


Hamilton 

255 

12 

2 

4.7 

111.3 

Herkimer 

2,849 


475 

26.7 

28.3 

Jefferson 

5, 151 


1,383 

33.9 

34.5 

Kings 

IXJWIS 

54 

32 

1 

59.3 

138.2 

2,952 

364 

249 

12.3 

15.5 

Livingston 

2,899 

921 

603 

31.8 

61. 1 

Madison 

3,597 

689 

406 

19*. 2 

21.6 

Monroe 

5, 174 

1, 366 

933 

26.4 

25.6 

Montgomery . . 

2,015 

027 

376 

31.1 

32.8 

Nassau 

935 

327 

1 

35.0 

29.8 

New York 

5 

2 


40.0 

174.1 

Niagara 

4,068 

995 

71S 

24.5 

25. S 

Oneida 

6,233 

963 

377 

i 15.5 

19.2 

Onondaga 

5, 652 

1,031 

562 

^ IS. 2 

21.3 

Ontario 

4,062 

1,029 

768 

25. 3 

24.9 

Orange 

3,591 

675 

129 

iS.S 

21. 6 

Orleans 

2, 579 

913 

778 

35-4 

34.4 

Oswego 

5,539 

702 

360 

12.7 

13.7 

Otsego 

4, 770 

750 

423 

15. 7 

21.1 

Putnam 

767 

149 

20 

19.4 

23.7 

Queens 

565 

297 

2 

52.6 

153.6 

Rensselaer.... 

3, 078 

506 

182 

16.4 

17.6 


1 County boundary changed between 1910 and 1920. s County formed since 1910. 
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Table 63. — Farms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 192(1; ami 
Percentage op Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Cor.NTiES — Coiitd. 


NUMBER OF FARM.S, 

PER CENT OF 

1920. 

j TEN.iNCY. 


Share 

ten- 1920 1910 
ant.i 


I NUMBER OF FARM •, TEBt rVTUF 
t ItfiO. TK.NASi'l. 


rp,,*- Share i i 
Total. ni.V* ten- 1920 1910 


JSTEW ?OBS: — Continued. 


Richmond 

121 

41. 

1 

33.9 

36.2 

Sullivan 

3, 543 

275 

45 

7.8 

8.0 

Rockland 

831 

74 

s| 

8.9 

9.4 

Tioga 

2, 541 

310, 

202, 

12.2 

15. 9 

St. Lawrence. . 

7,652 


1, 168 

23.7 

24.7 

Tompkms 

2,550 

610' 


mo 

21.4 

Saratoga 

3,178 

467| 


14.7 

18.4 

Ulster 

4,311 


83j 

9.0 

14.5 

Schenectady. - 

983 

200 

69 

20.3 

21.1 

Warren 

1,664 

127 

2Sj 

Kt 

9.8 

Schoharie 

2,791 

560 

329 

20.1 

22.9 

Wasliington.. . 

3,334 

598 

33^)1 

17.9 

18.4 

Schuyler 

1,639 

345 

293 

21.0 

19.7 

Wayne 

4,980 

992 

7485 

19.9 

21.0 

Seneca 

1,867 

562 

475 

30,3 

30.6 

Westchester.. . 

l,63h 

211. 

14 

13.7! 

20. 4 

Steuben 

6, 132 

1,325 

1, 076 

21.6 

21.5 

Wyoming 

3,165 

554! 


17.5 

1H.7 

Suffolk 

2,476 

403 

47 

10,3 

14.4 

Yates 

2,041 

518, 

4.39 



25. 1 

22. 4 


NORTH CAROIXETA. 


The State... 269,763117,459 98,758 

Alamance 2,705 709 692 

Alexander 1,921 364 323 

Alleghany 1,409 172 118 

Anson..: 3,706 2,600 1,077 

- - - . . 3,407 464 378 

Avery.--- 1,315 136 93 

Beau&rt 3,228 1,086 1,042 

Bertie.-. 3,340 1,812 1,241 

Bladen 2,452 646 565 

Brunswick--.. 1,417 206 173 

Buncombe... - 3,701 900 726 

Burke 2, 194 576 491 

Cabarrus. ..... 2, 427 1, 268 1, 110 

Caldwell i;972 404 371 

Camden 875 503 466 


Carteret. . 
Caswell. - 
Catawba. 
Chatham. 
Cherokee. 


42.3 Guilford | 

== Halifax 

28.3 Harnett 

21.6 Haywood i 

15.1 Henderson 1 

63.6 Hertford 


Hoke 

Hyde 

Iredell. . . 
Jackson . . 
Johnston. 
Jones. . .. 


24.3 20.9 

26.3 28. 1 

52.2 56.0 1 

20.5 *24.1 ! 

57.5 52.7 

20.4 22.0 

64,9 56.2 


1,094 35 8 

315 21.3 


Chowan.... 

Clay 

Cleveland., 
Columbus. . 
Craven 


Cumberland 

Currituck... 

Dare 

Davidson . . . 
Davie 


Duplin 

Durham 

Edgecombe . 

Eorsyth 

Franldin 


Gaston 

Gates 

Graham... 

Granville. 

Greene.... 


45 4 37. 1 

35.1 33.7 

48.5 a 50.6 

19. 1 16. 5 

49.0 37.6 

45.7 ®39.2 

35.6 3 36 2 
2.6 « 0.7 

21.1 22.0 

37.2 43.0 

46.7 37.1 

54.8 3 56.5 

79.4 72.8 

26.3 25.9 

63.0 64.6 


1,465! 

J-renolr... 3, 162| 

Lincoln 2,0631 

McDoweJl 1, 43S, 

Macon 1,925 

Madison 2, 935' 

Martin 2, SIS', 

Mecklenburg. . 4, 344j 

Mitchell 1,543; 

Montgomery . . 1, 657 

Moore 2, 170, 

Nash 4,4511 

New Hanover. 323 

N orthampton . 3, SOI , 

Onslow 2, 179 j 


Orange 

Pamlico 

Pasquotank. 

Pender 

Perquimans. 

Person 

Pitt 

! Polk 

1 Randolph... 
Richmond. . 


<> rioQ OQ7 7S6 42.2 3 49.8 Robeson 

578 416 Ui 28.2 Rockingham.. 3 064, 

^746 255 114 34,2 27.1 Rowan........ 3,474 

5m 1 932 1,822 55.2 57,6 Rutherford.... 3,625' 

1?^ km km 78.2 72.0 Sampson 5.77L 

1 Share tenants in Soutliora Stoles include crojf.pers. 

> cSSt? a (=otwe«n 1910 And 1920. 


909 

23.1; 

27.3 

1, 774' 

66.4! 

64. 2 

1, 035, 

42.1 

»34.8 

611, 

34.3 

38.4 

226; 

14. ll 

’»2U3 

912 

61.2, 

54.4 

835 

64. e' 

(*) 

513' 

45. 8i 

51.8 

1,510 

39. Si 

39.5 

m 

17. SI 

24.9 

2,792 

51.2, 

47.4 

929 

63. S, 

64.9 

^ti! 

30.4: 

37.3 

2, 155' 

71.01 

65. 8 

626' 

33.7 

U.5 

366 

29.4 

30. S 

353; 

23.0. 

27.3 


942 

799' 

32.1, 

44.0 

1,222 

1,037 

4H.6| 

42.8 

2,681 

2,112 

61.7! 

61. 2 

195 

157 

12.61 ' 

»I0,O 

661 

450i 

39.9 

36.6 

634 

572! 

29.1' 

25.5 

2,629! 

2,1711 

mi; 

62. 1 

52} 

16 

10.1! 

2;6 I 

2,09X1 

1,339; 

59.7, 

5tl.8 

8841 

Hi7 

40. O' 

34.1 

TCs'' 

f97 


37.0 

497} 

472; 

37. 8; 

23.7 

702, 

622; 

51. 6t 

4K. 1 

464; 

394 

24. 6, 

16. 5 

762, 

600' 

52.3; 

49.2 

l,35ol 

1,326 

4H.4 

,m9 

4 2521 

4,094 

71. n 

64.9 

'473: 

428 

39.4 

- 42. 3 

621 1 

589 

16,0} 

2*1. 9 

1,110, 

S87' 

62,8 

57.0 

3, OSsl 

3, 450 

s 

,54.2 

2,005 

1,923 

54.7; 

M, 5 

1,177 

1,033' 

3,3.9 

37. K 

1 579 

1, 4C« 

43.6 

46.1 

2,2481 

1,946. 

39. 0] 

3,3,2 
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FARM TEXANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


TABi-r. Farm,-, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920; and 

PEHCENTA(iE OF TeNANCV, 1920 AND 1910, BY STATES AND COHNTIES Coutd. 


i ' 

NUMilKB <">3?” i*EBCF-NTOF, . Nt M»ER OF FARMS, PER CENT OF 

m). TF.N\N0Y. 1 I 19*20. TENANCY, 


— 



■j tOL'NTY. 1 


Share 

tini- 

ant.i 


Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share i 
ti‘n- ; 1»20 
ani.i , 

1910 'j 1 Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 



2 SrOB.TH CAJaCIilKA— K'ontinucvi. 


Scotland 

1, .S30 

, 

, 4.57 

1,379 

79 . «i' 

74.7 

Stanly 

2,519 


Kn\ 

♦-♦72 

33. 01 

34.9 

Stokes 

3, 372' 

1, 

, 

1,374 

14.6 

47. « 

Surry 

4, 

1, 

, uiy 

1 , 12 y 

2.H, 6' 

:V). 9 

Swain 

1, 2f»4' 

’ 1 



J77, 


34X4 

Tmnsylvama. . 

7m 


147 ’ 

1041 

IS. 4 . 

2.x 3 

Tyrrell 

Union 

6-4.3: 


179 

117' 

27. Sj 

2S.9 

4. 8Ji), 


, t7^j 

1, 4S*i, 

51. 4| 

54i. S 

Vance 

2, 03»> 

T, 

, hJOj 

ys4 

54. 'V 
i 

.59. 2 


Wake 

6.S04 

3, 7H0, 

2 , 9 , 35 ! 

55.6 

254.3 

Warren 

3, 169 

l,736i 

1,002 

54.8 

54.8 

Washington... 

1, 110 

4,%0! 

4!0| 

43.2 

33.5 

Watauga 

2, 020 

261 

I. 57 I 

12 9 

J 17.7 

Wayne 

5,030 

3,209j 

3 , 043 : 

05. 4> 

62.2 

Wilkes 

4,971 

S94 

795 ; 

18.0 

' 25.1 

Wilson.. 

4, 439 

3,339! 

3, 1011 

75. 2 

; 69.1 

Yadkin. 

2, 640 

5;iS! 

480 

20.3 

1 27.3 

Yancey 

2, 222 

604) 

t 

482 

27.2 

33.4 


HOKTH DAKOTA. 


The State... 

77,690 

19,01 s 

!0,ut3 

25.6 

14.3 

Adams 

S97 

U2 

91 

15.8 

3.3 

Barne^N 

2, 4439 

763 

727 

37.4 

31.4 

Bemon 

1,707 

558 

485 

32. 7 

19. 1 

BilUngs 

0<XJ 

63 

39 

10.4 

*3.7 

Bottineau 

2,203 

730 

657 

33.1 

17.3 

Bowman 

788 

89 

60 

11.3 

2.3 

Burke 

1,461 

X88 

276 

23.1 

*11.2 

Burleigh 

1,375 

314 

244 

22.8 

S.7 

Caws 

2,374 

943 

8172 

39.7 

30.0 

Cavalier 

2;ow 

5S3 

520 

28.9 

19.1 

Dickey 

1.269 

450 

332 

35.5 

26.6 

Divide 

1,642 

229 

191 

13.9 

* 2.6 

Durui ! 

l,46i; 

185, 

133 

12.7 

i 1.2 

Eddy 

70«i 

237 

222 

3X5 

20.0 

Emmons 

l,449j 

310 

209 

21.4 

' 7.8 

; 

Foster 

711' 

261 

243 

36.7' 

! ^-1 

Golden \"alley 

777 

98 

88' 

12.6 

' P) 

Grand Forks., 

2,007 

1 SOS 

7ni 

40.3 

25.2 

Grant 

1,502 

' 2;i3 

lf>4i 

15. 5 

! 

Griggs 

963 

, 359 

349; 

37.3 

\ 29.6 

Hettinger 

1,131 

! 213 

iss' 

18. S; 3.1 

Kidder 

1,2(J6 

238 

197 

19.7 

5.6 

I^a Moure 

i,5o;j 

651 

509 

;56.7 


Logan 

1,002 

, 215 

159 

21.5 

5.2 

McHenry 

2,097 

1 535 

472 

25. 5 

11.9 


McIntosh 

McKenzie 

1,025 
2,033 
2, 473 

228 

161 

422 

146 

123 

344 

22.2 
7.9 
17. 1 

6.0 

1.9 

6.3 

Mercer 

1,08-t 

137 

89 

12.6 

2.8 

Morton 

1,910 

322 

247 

16.9 

a 2.7 

Mountrail 

2,000 

204 

172 

10.2 

12.7 

Nelson 

1.237 

434 

409 

33.1 

23. S 

Oliver..... 

766 

162 

129 

21.1 

2.3 

Pembina 

1,795 

449 

391 

23.0 

20.7 

Pierce 

1,18-4 

418 

376 

35.3 

13.6 

Ramsey 

1,401 

516 

475 

36.8 

27.5 

Ransom 

1,343 

399 

301 

29.7 

24.4 

RenviEe 

1,174 

306 

267 

26.1 

*13.9 

Richland 

2,298 

884 

583 

38.5 

26.4 

Rolette 

1,267 

317 

2SS 

25. 0 

13.0 

Sargent 

1,321 

425 

360 

32.2 

24.9 

Sheridan 

1,118 

317 

290 

28.4 

9.3 

Sioux 

472 

781 

21 

16.5 

(«) 

Slope 

778 

90 

71 

11.6 

(3) 

Stark 

1,301 

169 

135 

13.0 

2.9 

Steele 

987 

415 

3S5 

42.0 

34.6 

Stutsman 

2, 4S7 

776 

658 

31.2 

16.6 

Towner 

1,681 

499 

472 

46.2 

27.6 

Traill 

1,263 

455 

420 

36.0 

26.2 

Wabh ! 

2,303 

496 

454 

21.5 

19.1 

Ward 

2,643 

615 

546 

23.3 

* 10.5 

Wells 

1,620 

616 

497 

31.9 

19.5 

WiUiums 

2,437 

264 

236 

10. S 

*3.7 


OHIO. 


The State . . . 

256,605 

75, Ml! 

50, r>i5 

2*t5 

28. 4 

Columbiana. . . 

3,5S6 
2,951 
2,416 
3, 37.5 

752 

523 

850 

244 

357 

603 

81 

2,220 

21.0 
17.7 
35.2 
22.6 
45. 0 

24.6 

1S.1 

32.9 

21.9 
46.8 

Adams 

3,650 

2,909 

i,^4j 

892 

1, 14*^ 

35.5 

34. 0 

Crawford ... 

Allen 

5:37 

XX 7 

29. 6 

CiiynbOVa 

764 

2,457 

Ashland 

2,512 

915 

753 

:i6.4 

34. 7 

Darke 

5,456 

Ashtabula..... 

4,801 

SOI 

381 

16.7 

17.2 


2,522 

2,922 

889 

777 

471 

643 

435 

298 

35.2 

26.6 

25.0 

31.4 

27.6 

25.4 

22.4 
26.9 

40.2 

84.3 

29.3 

16.3 

Athens 

2, r>03 
2,626 

3, r>0fi 
3, 890 
2,531 

1 , OiW 

..J 

240 

16.7 

18.9 

...... 

Delaware 

Auglaize 

821) 

520 

31. H 

34.0 

Eric..,. ...... . 

1,SS3 

Belmont 

7821 

41Si 

21. 9 

24.4 

Fairflold 

3,437 

1,080 

874 

Brown 

1,2:17} 

997 

i,i2i 

761 

31. 8 

32. 9 

Fayette 

1 , 7.*>7 

802| 
1,381 1 

1,126 

462 

5101 

1 

768 

44.9 

36.6 

35.7 
14.71 

Butler 

39 . 3 

41.0 

Franklin 

3,778 

3,156 

Can oil : 

323 

1 U 

16,2 

17.0 

Fulton 

Champaign 

2, 481 

1,016, 

749 

41.0 

40.6 

Gallia 

2,963 

437 

374 

Clark....: ; 

2,487 

892, 

115 

35.9 

38.2 

G<»auga 

2,576 

502 

194 

19.5 

22.8 

Clermont : 

3, sm 


850 

27. 9 ; 

26, 9 

Greene 

2,373 

987 

704 

41.6 

39.0 

Clinton i 

2,411 

93^1 

639 

38. 0 ! 

36.5 

Gueimsey 

3, 079 

423 

: 225: 

13.7 

16.7 


1 Share tenants in Southern States include croppers. 
* County boundary changed belv/een 1910 and 1920, 

» County formed smee 1910. 
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T^lb 63. — Farms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920: and 
Percentage of Tbnanct, 1920 and 1910, by States and CJodntied— C k>ntd. 



NUMBER OF FARMS, 

PER CENT OF 


NUMBER or FAEMft. 

riRCSNTOf 





TENANCY. 



1920. 


TENANnr, 

COX7NTT. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

tcn- 

ant.i 



COUNTY, 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

MktA 

B 



OHCCO— Continued. 



OTa.AHOMA. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Taelb — Fakms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920; and 

Feecentaob of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties — Coritd. 



' 

KUKBKR Of 

1020, 

PKB CENT Of 
TaWANCT. 


rrUMBER OF FAEM.i, 

1920 

PER CENT Of 
TENANCY. 

CCWJIITT. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant.! 

1020 

1010 



Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant.! 

1920 

1910 


OEXAHOXA— Continued . 


TJsisdki. 


L<nr«. . 

McClAin 

UoCurUin.. 


Meintofih. 

Major 

MarsbAU.. 

Maraa 

Murray... 


MuakoEM*. 

Nowata — 
Okfuakaa... 
OMAboTpa.. 

OkmulEM.. 

Oiaga 

Ottawa.... 

Pawnee.... 


4.545 

2,201 

1,610 

' mA 

52.8 

Payne 

2,444 

1,273 

640 

52.1 

50.5 

mmm 

1.220 

867 

45.2 

44.6 

Pittsburg 

3,817 

2,073 

1,852 

64.3 

74-2 

1,702 

mmm 

974 

61.3 

82.3 

Pontotoc 

3,067 

1,834 

1,638 

60.0 

7H.5 

2,316 

1,317 


56.9 

78.7 

Pottawatomle. 

4,531 

2,139 

1,662 

47.2 

52.3 

4,611 

2,416 

2, 191 

53.6 

64.8 

Pushmataha. . 

2,343 

1,321 

1, 154 

56.4 

69.4 

3,449 

2,323 

2,150 

67.4 

*76.7 

Eoger Mills . . . 

1,796 

584 

424 

33.1 

19.7 

2,029 

662 

434 

32.6 

29.0 

Rogers 

1,760 


598 

40.6 

*58.1 

1,736 

1,166 


67.2 

8a5 

Seminole 

3,507 

2,262 

1,898 

64.5 

82.6 

2,223 

98«i 

72H 

42.2 

56.4 

Sequoyah..... 

3,540 


1 760 

57.4 

71,8 

1, 180 

696 

638 

58.5 

82.7 

Stephens 

2,829 

1,738 

1,488 

61.4 

70.0 

3.531 


1,806 

59,6 

66.4 

Texas 

2,266 

641 

577 

28.3 

7.7 

msm 

W 

393 

43.0 

46.0 

Tillman 

2,269 


978 

48.8 

*46.8 


42» 

837 

38.91 

66.7 

Tulsa 

i;625 

940 

613 

67.8 

*74.3 

3, 416 

2,196 

1,783 

64.S 

83,6 

Wagoner 

2,463 

1,678 

1,510 

68.4 

78.0 

2,960 

1,358 

802 

45.9 

49.5 












Washington... 

726 

365 

204 

50.3 

67.6 

1,865 

1,333 

967 

71.5 

*78.8 

Washita 

3,275 


979 

38.5 

44.3 


901 

473 

71.8 

SO. 2 

Woods 

2,101 

693 

550 

33.0 

23.1 

1,524 

650 

394 

42.7 

64.2 

Woodward — 

1,862 

545 

446 

29.3 

23.2 

1,628 


282 

49.3 

52.4 








OBBCKJN. 


Tba State. 


Baker 

Beaton 

COackazaas.. 

Clataoo 

Ck)lumma... 


Coos 

Crook 

Curry 

X>e»cautes. . 


Douglas. , 
Gimam.. 
Grant.... 
Hamey . . 


Hood Elver. 

Jackwm 

JeSersoa.... 

Joeeplilne... 


50,206 

9,4S7 

4,176 

18.8 

15.1 

Klamath 

1,509 

219 

115 

145 

13.1 

l^oe 

1,320 

262 

107 

19.8 

lao 


3,836 

601 

158 

15.7 

*ia2 

Lincoln 

448 

55 

7 

12.3 

16.5 

linn 

991 

181 

29 

13.2 

la? 

Malheur....... 

Marlon 

1,178 

249 

68 

21.1 

17.9 


561 

49 

28 

8.7 

*6.5 

Morrow 

339 

51 

9 

15.0 

*11.0 

Multnomah... 

761 

105 

51 

14.0 

(») 

Polk 

Sherman 

2,276 

384 

151 

16.9 

*13.1 


4541 

139 

115 

aae 

2a4 

Tillamook 

728 

64 

35 

8.8 

7.6 

Umatilla 

589 

47 

24 

8.0 

6.8 

Union 

Wallowa 

878 

117 

58 

13.3 

*6.4 


1,720 

287 

114 

16.7 

*9.3 

Wasco 

672 

277 

42 

48.4 


Washington.. - 

727 

123 

1 32 

16.9 

Wheeler 

YamhiU 


992 

137 

89 

13.8 

9.7 

540 

46 

25 

8.4 

6.5 

3,279 

589 

259 

18.0 

*15.8 

767 

115 

31 

15.0 

7.9 

3,041 

761 

316 

25.0 

*21.2 

1,322 

2U 

142 

16.1 

10.9 

3,681 

697 

391 

18.9 

*17.9 

692 

113 

02 

16.3 

15.6 

1,828 

Sou 

137 

32. 2 

*26.0 

1,761 

340 

180 

19.3 

21.5 

460 

201! 

] 

ISO 

43.7 

40.1 

797 

166! 

77 

20.8 

16.4 

2,353 

570! 

375 

24,2 

*20.0 

1,279 

236, 

136 

18.6 

*15.4 

1 , 149 

219; 

141 

19.1 

*1L2 

1,330 

206 

144 

15.4 

13.1 

8,090 

549' 

96 

17.8 

14.9 

359 

20 

12 

5.6 

&3 

2,592 

500 


19.3 

17.7 


PENNS YliVAlffLA. 


The State. 


Adams 

Allegheny.. 

Armstrong. 

Beaver 

Bedford.... 


Berks.... 

Blair 

Bradford.. 
Bucks 


202,250 

44,262 

26,710 

21.9 

23.3 

Butler 

5,274 

886 

229 

16.8 

18.2 

3,451 

956 

829 

-2777 

~3i72 

Cambria ...... 

Cameron 

2. 398 
226 

287 

25 

114 

4 

12.0 

11.1 

14. / 
11.0 

3,972 

1,197 

99 

30. 1 

31. 1 

Carbon 

949 

90 

10 

9.5 

7.7 

3,771 

732 

824 

19.4 

20.9 

Centre 

2,295 

828 

731 

36.1 

35.6 

2,514 

588 

104 

23.4 

25.2 

Chester 

5,508 

1,313 

632 

23.8 

27.7 

3,462 

610 

516 

17.6 

19.9 












Clarion 

2,931 

485 

29S 

16.5 

15. S 

6,089 

2,045 

1,362 

a3.6 

34.5 

Clearfield 

3, 158 

260 

108 

8.2 

10.6 

1,826 

411 

291 

25. 3 

27.8 

Clinton 

1,065 


230 

26.4 

27.8 


883 

5491 

18. 7 

18.7 

Cciumbla 

2,603 

591! 

496 

22.7 

22.8 

5, 714 

978 

395] 

17. i; 

22. S 

Crawford 

6,521 

861 

396 

13.2 

13.9 


1 Share tenants In Southern Statas include ci 
* County boundary changed between 1910 aa< 


Toppers. 
Ld 1920. 


« County formed since 1910. 
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T^lb 63. — Farajs, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920; and 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties— Contd- 



NUMBER OF FARMS, 
1920. 

FEB CENT OF 
TENANCY. 


NUKSKR or FARMA, 

1990. 

PER CRNTOf 
TENANCY. 

COUNTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant.^ 

1920 

1910 

i COUNTY. 

1 

1 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Sham 

texi- 

ant.i 

im 

19i» 


PEl<rarSYl.VAlSriA.~ContlQue(l . 


Cumberland. . 

3, 115 

1,323 

1, 148 

42.5 

45.3 

Dauphin 

2,517 

7^ 

656 

30.0 

34.9 

Delaware 

1,287 

385! 

80 

20.9 

35.6 

Elk 

a56 

41 

9 

4.8 

7.3 

Erie 

5,485 

921 

297 

16.8 

19.9 

Fayette 

3,267 

441 

205 

13.6 

15.4 

Forest 

416 

39 

12 

9.4 

12.4 

Franklin 

3,884 

1,393 

1,235 

a5.9 

33.6 

Fulton 

1,360 

240 

206 

17.8 

14.4 

Greene 

3,168 

678 

318 

18.2 

21.1 

Huntingdon. . 

2,111 

492 

368 

23.3 

24.6 

Indiana 

3,935 

672 

379 

14.6 

19.4 

Jeflerson 

2,947 

270 

161 

9.2 

11.0 

Juniata 

1,572 

386 

339 

24.6 

21.6 

Lackawanna.. 

1,698 

265 

32 

16.6 

17.8 

Lancaster 

11,307 

4,647 

3,680 

41.1 

37,3 

Lawrence 

2,464 

391 

100 

15.9 

19.3 

Lebanon 

2,372 

773 

590 

32.6 

35.6 

Lehigh 

2,950 

896 

589 

30.3 

30.3 

Luzerne 

2,965 

450 

159 

15.2 

18.4 


3,273 

586 

415 

17.9 

17.6 

MicKean 

1,580 

179 

52 

11.3 

13.0 

Mercer 

4,490 

607 

257 

13.5 

16.7 

Tlfi-ffUn 

1,108 

407 

355 

36.7 

37.3 


1,818 

34A 

96 

13.4 

11.6 

4,840 

837 

140 

17.3 

23.5 

774 

262 

238 

33.9 

34.4 

3,283 

064 

631 

29.4 

30.3 

2,589 

644 

400 

24.9 

28.1 

2,106 

606 

458 

94.0 

33.1 

423 

961 

6 

61.7 

66. S 

690 

64 

4 

9.3 

m.s 

1,866 

300 

201 

16.2 

15.0 

2,813 

371 

1418 

13.2 

14.5 

1,753 

630 

570 

35.9 

33.1 

8,630 

300 

179 

ia7 

13.7 

8361 

41 

18 

A9 

7.4 

8,526 

450 

137 

13.0 

16.9 

3,702 

715 

531 

19.3 

18.0 

1, 411 

566 

494 

40.0 

30.4 

2,369 

280 

127 

11.8 

14.0 

2,353 

194 

67 

aa 

13.1 

4^482 

1,330 

330 

29.7 

33.2 

8,062 

237 

66 

7.7 

10.3 

, 5,5^ 

l,t38 

504 

20.3 

22.6 

. 1,543 

248 

123 

16.1 

1A8 

. 7,818 


1,021 

28.6 

2S.5 


Moaroe. . 
Hontgomery . . 

M<mtowr 

Northampton. 
Northumbar- 
land 


Tmry. 


Pike...;... 

Potter 

SchuyU^.. 


Snyder 

Somerset.. 

Sullivan... 


Tioga. 


TTnion-.. 
Venango. 
Warren . . 


Wayne 

Westmocete 
Wyoming.. 
York 


HHOBB ISX*Ain>. 


The State... 


Bristol. 

Kent... 


4,083 

633 

22 

15.5 

lao 

215 

28 

1 

13.0 

12.4 

431 

61 


11.8 

12.2 


Newport.... 

Providence.. 

Washington... 


823 

130 

4 

16.9 

20.8 

1,60^ 

247 

10 

15. 1 

1&2 

'975 

1^ 

5 

17.2 

1A5 


SOUTH CABOLnSTA. 


Abbeville.. - 

Aiken 

Allendale... 

Anderson... 

Bamberg-... 


Barnwell — 
Beaufort.... 

Berkeley 

Calhoun 

Charleston.. 
Cherokee... - 


Chester 

Chesterfield. 

Clarendon... 

Colleton 

Darlington.. 
Dillon 


Dorchester.., 

Edgefield 

Fairfield 

Florence 

Georgetown. 


192,693 

124,231 

82,212 

64. sj 

63.0 

4,469 

”3,441 

1,994 

77.0 

*77.9 

4,989 

3.205 

1,979 

64.2 

58.6 

1,764 


■BID 

81,2 

<*’ - 

8,910 


5,389 

72.7 

71.7 

2,548 


1,539 

74.7 

*68.2 

3,105 


1,360 

68.3 

*72.0 

3,168 


36 

14.9 

*29.2 

2,691 


125 

24.2 

*32.2 

2,901 


1,461 

72.7 

74.7 

3,850 

Billon 

191 

31.2 

*54.8 

3,286 

2,226 

1,962 

67.7 

68.2 

4, 144 

3, 169 

1,895 

76.2 

74:7 

4,487 

2.6^ 

2,227 

60.0 

53.0 

5,068 


763 

69.3 

*74.2 

3,976 

1,461 

960 

36,7 

*37.9 

4,923 

3 716 

2,996 

75.6 

72.0 

3,440 

2,824 

2,589 

82.1 

72.7 

2,260 

1.017 

661 

45.0 

34.7 

8,991 


1,461 

76.2 

*75.4 

3,980 

2,93S 

1,647 

73.8 

*72.7 

5,321 

1 3,610 

2,533 

mm 

*64.3 

1,834 

1 437 

317 

23.8 

21.1 


Greenville 

Greenwood.—. 

Hampton 

Horry 

Jasper 

Kershaw 


Lancaster.., 

Laurens...., 



lexington.. 
McCormick. — 
Marlon.-.. 


Marlboro 

Newberry,... 

Oconee 

Orangeburg.. 

Pickens 

Bichland 

Saluda 1 

Spmtanburg. . 

Sumter , 

Union 

Williamsburg. 
York 


6,782 

4,006 

2,003 

4,087 

1,281 

3,ew 

3,724 

8,068 

4,217 

4.816 
2,011 
2,570 

4,477 
4,027 
4 183 
8,558 
8,452 
3,— 

8.017 

8,200 

4,807 

2.817 
5,964 
5,845 


8,816 

2,982 

1,248 

1,505 

581 

2,460 

2,717 

4,747 

3,343 

2,227 

2,272 

1,749 

3,838 

3,803 

2,383 

5,644 

1,8^ 

2,494 

2,523 

5,504 

8,845 

2,188 

8,611 

4,298 


8,081 

1,671 

585 

1,395 

134 

1,255 

1,550 

3,002 

2,384 

1,415 

1,058 

1,484 

3,223 
2,087 
2, 144 
3,555 
1,788 
928 

1,891 

5,042 

1,744 

2 Om 
3,13lf 


5A4 

74.5 

62.3 

84.0 

41.5 

67.1 

73.0 
7a2 

79.3 

40.2 

78.0 

67.8 

85.6 

71.4 

57.0 

65.9 

53.5 

64.1 

64.4 

67.7 

68.8 

7A9 


73. 5 


*74.2 
•47.5 
27.0 
<»> 
61.7 

72.6 

74.2 

72.2 
*44.1 

80.4 

67.4 

50.7 
*50.8 

61.3 
*06.4 

02.5 

65.5 

72.8 

fl0.5i*Sl8 


7:1.9 


1 Share tenants in south era states incmao croppy. 

* County bmxndary changed between 1910 and 1920. 


» County formed since 1910, 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Tablu 03. — Farms, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920; and 
Percentage op Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties — Contd. 


NUMBEE OF FARMS, FEE CENT OF 
1920. TENANCY. 


NUMBER OP FARMS, PER CENT OF 
1920. TENANCY. 




SOUTH DAKOTA. 



AxidersoD 1,677 296 

Bedford 8,340 1,416 

Bmtm 1,983 r28 

Bledsoe 1,060 384 

Blount 2,601 770 

Bradley 1, 886 665 

Campl)dl 1,892 363 

Cazmon 1,992 814 

Carroll 4,141 1,693 

Carter 2,717 410 

Cheatham 1,449 443 

Chester 1,667 669 

Claiborne. 3,022 844 

Clay 1,606 726 

Cocke 2,800 980 


30. 2 30. 5 

19.2 *31,9 
40.9 38.3 
3a 6 40. 1 
la 1 la 8 


Dickson.. 

Dyer 

Payette.. 
Fentress.. 
Franklin. 
Gibson. . . 


443 371 3a 6 3a 0 Giles 6,299 

600 576 40.1 4a 8 Grainger 2 267 

844 647 27.9 31-2 Greene 5,313 

726 672 46,2 44.2 Gnmdy 663 

980 826 35. oj 33.4 Hamblen 1,564 

' Share tenants in Southern States include croppers. 
* County boundary changed between 1910 and 1920. 
» County formed since 1910. 


17. 4 21. 9 

30. 2 34. 1 

41.3 36.2 

41. 6 46. 1 


61. 1 49. 3 

26. 2 30. 7 
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T.^i-b 68 — Fajow, Tenant Fabms, and Shabb-tenant Fabhb, 1920; and 
Pbbcbntage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by Statbb andCodntim— Contd. 



OF FA&US, 
1920. 

PEE CENT OF 
TENANCY. 

COUNTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant.i 

1920 

1910 


MUMIOCR OF FA»K», I 

PEE CENT OF 


1920. 


TWfANCT. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant.! 

1929 

1»1« 


TEBBBSSBS-Contlinied. 





















242 


FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Tabliq 63. — Farms, Tenant Farms, ani> Share-tenant Farms, 1920; and 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties — Contd. 


KtTMBEB OP PABMS, PER CENT OF 
1920. TENANCY. 


m Share 

iS? ten- 1920 1910 
ant.i 
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T^le 63. — Farbjs, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920; and 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by ^ates and Countzes — CoDtd. 



NUMBER OF FARMS, PER CENT OF 
1920. TENANCY. 


Total. *®?' ten- 1920 1910 
ant.i 


TEXAS— Continued . 


NUMBER OF FARMS, FtRCEWTOr 
1990, TUTANCY. 




48.5 51 0 

97.8 48.5 

15.6 *m.i 
#.i m$ 
«7.5 Aa 

50.4 mi 

24.1 11.5 

42.8 mi 

48.2 «8.8 

51.9 m.% 

10.3 28.9 

31.0 216 
31.8 412 

57.7 87.1 
418 48.$ 

63.0 00.4 
mo 4A5 
2A5 26.5 

48.7 41$ 


31.4 81.6 
22.8 20.4 

45.0 46.6 
60.7 4A4 

55.1 57.6 


53.3 46.0 

8.7 »0l8 

4Sw8 47.6 

47.4 47.3 

23.8 14.0 

43.0 4i7 
11.5*10,1 

38.3 24.0 


* County boundary changed between 1910 and 1920. 

* County formed since 1910. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Tabx^i} 6S.^ — Farms, Tunant Farms, an0 Share-tenant Farms, 1&20; and 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Counties — Contd. 



MTUICBXE OF FAJtMS, 
1920. 

PBB CENT or 

TENANCY. 


NUMBER OF FARMS, 
1920. 

PER CENT OF 
TENANCY. 

county. 

Tct&I. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Sbare 

ten- 

ant.i 

1920 

1910 

COUNTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant.i 

1920 

1910 


UTAH. 




16.1 

27.2 

20.0 

26.3 

30.0 

33.2 

15.5 

21.3 

23.7 

19.5 

13.5 

»16.0 

18.0 

14.6 

11.6 

12.4 

15.5 

17.1 

27.6 

31,6 

22.2 

19.9 

21,2 

24.8 

7.1 

7.6 

14.3 

11.5 

8.9 

9.3 

20.5 

14.5 

47.9 

44.7 

50.0 

54.6 

19.5 

17.5 

17.1 

»15.9 

46.9 

52.2 

5.9 

7.6 

44.7 

40.6 

15.5 

16.9 

17.3 

17 6 
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T^lb 68. — Faems, Tenant Faems, anb Shaee-tbnant Faekb, 1080: anb 
Pbecbntacib of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, bt States and Coentim— GoW 




I Share tenants in Southern States in<dude croppy. 
* County boundary changed between IMO and IWo- 
s Name changed from Chehalis in 1915. 

< County formed since 1910. 
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FARM TENANCY IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Tablb 68.— Farms, Tbnant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1^0; and 
Pbrcbntagb dF Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Cotjnties — C ontd. 



KVIIBXE Of fAJOUSy 
1920. 

PER CENT or 

TENANCr. 


NUMBER or EARMS, 

im 

PER CENT or 
TENANCY. 

COTOTT. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant.i 

1920 

mo 

COUNTT. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant.i 

19S0 

1910 


WBST VmOHIA. 




1,927 

289 

178 

16.0 

19.2 

Mineral 

769 

86 

25 

11.2 

12.6 

Mingo 

898 

374 

95 

41,6 

48.0 

McEiongalia. . . 

1,805 

201 

66 

11.1 

11.7 

Monroe 

1,834 


154 

Bftil 

13.9 

Morgan 

773 

82 

67 

10.6 

11.2 

Nicholas 

1,670 

193 

74 

11.6 

15.7 

Ohio 

516 

114 

40 

22.1 

23.2 

Pendleton 

1,342 

134 

79 

10.0 

10.4 

Pleasants 

771 

139 

66 

18.0 

22.8 

Pocahontas... 

1,283 

88 

34 

6.9 

8.S 

Prest<m 


198 

118 

8.2 

9.3 

Putnam 

1,966 

309 

22$ 

15.8 

26.9 

Kaleigh 

1,578 

862 

52 

22.9 

21.0 

Eandolph 

1,T74 

180 

97 

K0£ 

16.1 

Ritchie 

1,844 

188 

93 

10.2 

16.7 

Roane 

2,448 

m 

141 


18.1 

Summers 

1,965 

316 

173 

16.1 

16.2 

Taylor 

996 

107 

20 


10.6 

Tudker 

724 

55 

19 

7,6 

9.4 

Tyler. ' 

"Dpshur 

wayne 

Webster 


178 

100 

12.4 

17.6 

2,148 

139 

30 

6.5 


mm 

741 

111 

552 

40 

24.2 

11.3 

27.3 

20.2 

Wetzd 

1,836 

331 

185 

18.0 

28.8 

Wirt 

1, 187 

153 

92 

12.9 

mm 

Wood 

2,472 

457 

229 

18.5 

21.7 

Wyoming 

1, 181 

483 

113 


47.1 


1 Share tenants In Southern States indude creepers. 
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T^le 63. — Fabs^, Tenant Farms, and Share-tenant Farms, 1920: and 
Percentage of Tenancy, 1920 and 1910, by States and Cotinties — CJontd. 



NUMBER OF FARMS, 

FEE CENT OF 


NUMBER or FARMS. 

FEE cmirr or 





TENANCY. 



1920. 


tenancy. 

COinSTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant. 

1920 

1910 

COUNTY. 

Total. 

Ten- 

ant. 

Share 

ten- 

ant. 

1990 

1910 


wiscoisrsnsr. 


The State. . . 

189,295 

27,258 

14,584 

14.4 

13.9 

Adams 

1,557 

288 

188 

18.5 

14.3 

Ashland 

1, 131 

50 

11 

4.4 

4.0 

Barron 

4,616 

473 

223 

10.5 

9.6 

Bayfield 

1,791 

65 

27 

3.6 

3.8 

Brown 

3,498 

266 

84 

7.6 

^6.8 

Buffalo 

2,089 

422 

127 

20.2 

18.1 

Burnett ^ 

1,872 

131 

35 

7.0 

4.J! 

Calumet 

2,087 

224 

88 

10.7 

8.7 

Chippewa 

3,729 

353 

160 

9.5 

9.2 

Clark 

5,116 

410 

208 

8.0 

7.5 

Columbia 

3,320 

746 

480 

22.5 

22.6 

Crawford 

1,911 

398 

272 

20.8 

17.5 

Dane 

6,217 

1,765 

1, 199 

28.4 

26.9 

Dodge 

4,633 

1,025 

731 

22.1 

19.8 

Door 

2,396 

111 

29 

4.6 

3-0 

Douglas 


89 

25 

5.7 

4.0 

Dunn 

3,566 

440 

276 

12.3 

11.0 

Eau Claire 

2,368 

252 

141 

10.6 

ia2 

Florence 

349 

8 

1 

2.3 

4.4 

FondduLiac.. 

4,190 

842 

617 

20.1 

19.8 

Forest 

535 

36 

12 

6.7 

6.1 

Grant 

4>022 

1,002 

525 

24.9 

22.0 

Green 

2,330 

601 

413 

25.8 

28.6 

Green Lake... 

1,607 

363 

259 

24.1 

22.3 

Iowa 

2,627 

639 

231 

25.3 

20.4 

Iron 

381 

3 

2 

0.8 

4.2 

Jackson 

2,577 

327 

164 

12.7 

11.7 

Jefferson 

3,263 

702 

374 

21.5 

19.2 

Juneau 

2,479 

321 

197 

12.9 

11.8 

Kenosha 

1,383 

474 

127 

34.3 

29.9 

Kewaunee.... 

2,065 

61 

27 

3.0 

2.7 

La Crosse 

1,720 

326 

112 

19.0 

22.9 

Lafayette 

2,360 

854 

274 

36.2 

30.4 

Lan^de 

1,780 

74 

34 

4.2 

6.1 

Lincoln 

1,586 

83 

17 

5.2 

2.9 


Manitowoc.... 

3,9oJ 

100 

40 

4.3 

3.6 

Marathon 

6,0^ 

214 

93 

3.5 

3.0 

Marinette 

2,^ 

153 

44 

0.0 

4.5 

Marquette 

l,432i 

206 

110 

14w3 

11.0 

Milwaukee.... 

2,574 

794 

29 

30.3 

341 

Monroe 

3,519^ 


436 

17.6 

13.4 

Oconto 

3,114 


50 

5.5 

»47 

Oneida 

724i 


28 

0.6 

‘ 5.2 

Outagamie 

Ozaukee 

3,745 

1,727 


125 

21 

8.1 

9.3 

ai 

10.9 

Pepin 

hm 


84 

11-8 

lao 

Pierce 

3,105 

518 

318 

16.7 

141 

Polk 

4,058 

298 

137 

7.8 

6.4 

PcNtage 

3,326 

401 

290 

12.1 

9.2 

Price.. 

1,085 

81 

14 

4.2 

ao 

Bacine 

2,215 

475 

123 

21.4 

22.2 

Bicbland 

2,533 

610 

488 

24.1 

2a6 

Bock 

3,660 

1,199 

932 

32.e 

82.4 

Busk 

1,946 

121 

60 

6.2 

6.2 

St. Croix 

3,200 

574 

837 

17.4 

13.5 

Sauk 

3,607 

509 

290 

10.2 

144 

Sawyer ... 

823 

42 

21 

5.1 

5.4 

Shawano 

3,077 

180 

70 

4.7 

»4t 

Sheboygan.... 

3,664 

380 

120 

10.5 

lae 

Taylor 

2,260 

62 

13 

2.7 

ao 

Trempealeau.. 

3, 138 

530 

266 

10.9 

13.3 

Vernon. -v 

4, 101 

653 

402 

15.9 

141 

VUas 

417 

16 

3 

I 3.6 

ao 

Walworth 

2,779> 

830 

404 

! 3o.a 

32.8 

Washburn 

1,380 

106 

56 

\ 7.5 

6.3 

Washington... 
Waukesha 

2,799 

284 

145 

10.1 

102 

3,406 

044 

226 

18.S 

20.0 

Waupaca 

3,770 

304 

238 

9.7 

0.8 

Waushara 

2,4«8 

413 

338 

16.7 

14.3 

Winnebago — 

2,711 

447 

230 

16.5 

lao 

Wood 

3,066 

230 

127 

7,5 

41 


WYOMING. 


15,748 

1,968 

1, 126 

12.6 

441 

62 

20 

14.1 

998 

171 

118 

17.1 

1,072 

69 

17 

6.4 

413 

39 

16 

9.4 

864 

54 

12 

6.3 

1,093 

85 

37 

7.8 

969 

216 

95 

22.3 

1, 511 

198 

133 

. 13.1 

197 

45 

16 

22.8 

624 

39 

21 

6.3 


1,178 

239 

197 

20.8 

923 

25 

12i 

2.7 

183 

22 

21 

lao 

739 

87 

12 

5.0 

830 

167 

96 

19.9 

1,146 

148 

110 

12.9 

972 

198 

120 

I 20.4 

139 


6 

8.6 

408 

23 

5 

5.6 

318 

96 

66 

30.2 

721 

23 

15 

3.2 


The state... 

Albany 

Big Horn 

Campbell 

Carbon 

Converse 

Crook 

Fremont 

Goshen 

Hot Springs... 
Johnson 


8.2 


6.2 

113.3 

^lo 

12.5 

14.7 

19.7- 

S. 


Larainle. . 
Lincoln. . . 
Natr(ma.. 
Niobrara. 


Park 

Platte 

Sheridan — 

Sweetwater. 


Uinta 

Washakie. 
Weston - .. 


1 County boundary change< 
* County formed since 1910. 


changed between 1910 and 1920. 


17.8 

(*) 

15.3 

8.4 

14.6 


O 













